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A. Introduction 


The Missouri Department of Natural Resources (department), through a Cooperative Agreement 
(V-99738108) with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), conducted a Pre- 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act Screening 
investigation (Pre-CERCLA Screening or PCS) at the Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon 
(CTPL) site in Camdenton Missouri. The purpose of the investigation was to determine whether 
there has been a release of a hazardous substance into the environment, or a substantial threat of 
such a release, which may present a danger to human health or the environment. If such a release 
has occurred, the site may warrant entry onto EPA’s Superfund Enterprise Management System 
(SEMS) database, and further assessment under CERCLA. 


The CTPL site is the former location of a domestic wastewater lagoon located approximately 1.5 
miles southwest of the Camdenton city center. The CTPL was identified by the Camdenton 
Industrial TCE Contamination Advisory Team (CITCAT), a community advisory team convened 
to provide a forum to present and discuss concerns related to releases of trichloroethene (TCE) in 
the greater Camdenton community. CITCAT team members expressed concerned to the 
department in January 2018 that the lagoon may have historically received TCE-contaminated 
industrial effluent from a now-inactive manufacturing facility at 221 Sunset Drive in Camdenton. 


The scope of the PCS was limited to review of existing file materials and collection of additional 
non-sampling information. The investigation included a site visit to the former lagoon on March 
7, 2018. 


B. Site Description 


The CTPL, also known as the C.P. White Lagoon, was an 8-acre two cell wastewater treatment 
lagoon built in the early 1960s and operated by the city of Camdenton. The CTPL site is located 
at 1164 Ha Ha Tonka Court in Camdenton. It was one of several individual treatment lagoons 
the city maintained prior to opening a centralized treatment plant (Camdenton Wastewater 
Treatment Plant) in June 1989 (Kuntz, 1989). Figure 1 is a Site Location Map, and the location 
of the former lagoons is shown in Figure 2. Photographs of the lagoon area are provided in 
Appendix IV. Based on GoogleEarth® aerial photographs, sometime in early 2012, the 
northernmost original CTPL lagoon cell appears to have been modified creating two separate 
cells (Figures 3 and 4). The Camdenton Wastewater Treatment Plant, visible in Figure 2, is 
located in the same area as the CTPL, and was constructed on top of a portion of the backfilled 
original southern cell. 


The site lies in a narrow wooded valley at the confluence of two unnamed tributaries 
approximately 0.5 miles upstream of their mouth at the Niangua arm of Lake of the Ozarks 
(Figure 2 and Photograph 5). Based on topography, the CTPL would have discharged to the 
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northwest near the confluence of the two unnamed tributaries. The valley floor topography is 
generally flat and vegetated with grasses and wetland plants (Photographs 1 and 2). The 
unconsolidated material in the general vicinity consists of up to 20 feet of tight clay interspersed 
with varying amounts of sand and chert becoming coarser near the bedrock surface (SECOR, 
2003). The overburden is underlain by the unconfined Ozark Aquifer. Depth to groundwater in 
the aquifer is in the range of 100 feet below ground surface (Golder, 2017). The Camdenton 
Treatment Plant includes an 800 ft* office building with 3 full time employees (Jefferies, 2018). 
The office building is located above a portion of the former CTPL. There are two residences 
within 0.25 miles of the CTPL; the nearest one is 350 feet to the east on a ridge above the valley 
(visible in Figure 2). The CTPL site is located at the end of a dead end road and access is 
restricted with a gate during non-working hours. 


C. Site History 


The date of construction of the CTPL was not identified, but it was likely in the early-1960s. 
The lagoon was one of several operated by the city to receive and treat sources of wastewater 
within the City of Camdenton prior to the opening of the Camdenton Wastewater Treatment 
Plant in 1989. 


One of the other city lagoons, City Lagoon #3 (also known as the Hulett Lagoon), received a 
mixture of domestic wastewater from nearby residences and industrial wastewater from a 
refrigeration coil manufacturing facility located at 221 Sunset Drive, located approximately 600 
feet southwest of City Lagoon #3 (Figure 1). That facility used TCE as a degreasing agent, and 
releases of TCE from the facility to City Lagoon #3 in the plant’s wastewater discharge resulted 
in contamination of the sludge, surrounding soils and shallow groundwater beneath the lagoon 
(Wilder, 1999). Following the initial discovery by the City of Camdenton of TCE contamination 
in City Lagoon #3 in 1984, the city completed a cleanup at Lagoon #3 in 1989 involving the 
removal of 2,395 cubic yards of contaminated sludge and soil (Wilder, 1999). The lagoon was 
subsequently closed by filling with native soil scraped from a nearby slope. 


Releases of TCE at the 221 Sunset Drive facility, City Lagoon #3 and potentially other 
associated locations in the Camdenton area lead to the contamination of one of the city’s public 
wells. The Mulberry Well, located approximately 4% mile southeast of the facility, was taken 
offline by the city on February 2, 1999 following discovery of TCE contamination in a sample 
from the well. Multiple investigations and cleanup actions have been conducted in Camdenton 
since 1999, continuing to present day. The department maintains a webpage with links to 
historical and current technical documents related to TCE investigations and cleanup actions for 
the Camdenton area sites (https://dnr.mo.gov/env/hwp/camdentontce.html). The department is 
currently negotiating with the responsible parties on an agreement to address TCE contamination 
in Camdenton associated with the 221 Sunset Drive facility. Responsible parties include the City 
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of Camdenton, UTC Aerospace Systems (corporate successor to Sundstrand Tubular Products, 
Inc., who operated the facility at the time of the TCE usage), and the Modine Manufacturing 
Company (owner of the facility subsequent to 1990 when TCE use was discontinued). 


The department held a public meeting on September 28, 2017 to address citizen questions and 
concerns about TCE contamination in the Camdenton area. Following that meeting, a public 
citizen concern group was formed. The Camdenton Industrial TCE Contamination Advisory 
Team (CITCAT) was convened and subsequently met on October 18, 2017. Members of the 
CITCAT recommended the department investigate other potential areas of TCE release 
associated with the 221 Sunset Drive facility, including the CTPL (CITCAT, 2017). CITCAT 
group members expressed concer that the CTPL may have received TCE-contaminated 
wastewater from the 221 Sunset Drive facility. 


Historical records indicate that following disconnection of City Lagoon #3 from the Sunset Drive 
facility in December 1987, wastewater from 221 Sunset Drive was rerouted to the CTPL (Elder, 
1987). The CTPL was closed on June 8, 1989 when the Camdenton Wastewater Treatment Plant 
became operational (Kuntz, 1989). Therefore, during an 18 month period between December 
1987 when City Lagoon #3 ceased operation and June 8, 1989 when the city’s wastewater 
treatment plant began operation, the CTPL received industrial wastewater from the 221 Sunset 
Drive facility. During this same period, the 221 Sunset Drive facility operated a pre-treatment 
system designed to remove heavy metals (Webster, 1981, Laux, 1984). TCE concentration data 
for the facility’s effluent is limited, with only 12 sample results available from 1986 (Mans, 
1986). The maximum TCE concentration measured was 2,230 pg/l (parts per billion, ppb) in 
May 1986 (Table 1). The 1989 permit application lists the average discharge from the treatment 
system at 3,788 gallons per day (Olson, 1989). 


D. Discussion 


Using the maximum TCE result measured in the manufacturing facility effluent as a conservative 
value and the average daily discharge volume from the facility’s pre-treatment system, the total 
volume of TCE potentially released to the CTPL over the 18 month period of concern is 
estimated at 3 gallons (Table 2). Based on the estimated mass of TCE released, and depth to 
bedrock aquifer surface, it’s unlikely to have posed a significant threat through the 
groundwater/drinking water pathway. 


When released to the subsurface, volatile organic compounds may be present as a vapor phase 
within the soil pore spaces and travel away from the release point vertically and horizontally. 
Vapor-phase contaminants migrating in the subsurface may enter into building structures 
resulting in exposure to inhabitants. TCE is a highly volatile organic compound. The 
Camdenton Wastewater Treatment plant office building, which is inhabited by three employees, 
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is located directly over a portion of the former CTPL. Therefore, further investigation is 
warranted to determine whether there has been a release of TCE and to assess the subsurface 
intrusion pathway. 


E. Conclusions 


A manufacturing facility at 221 Sunset Drive in Camdenton used TCE as a degreasing agent 
prior to 1990. Following public concern stemming originally from the discovery of TCE 
contamination in a Camdenton public well in 1993, a citizen group requested in 2017 that the 
department investigate potential historic releases from that facility to the Camdenton Treatment 
Plant Lagoon. Effluent from the facility was historically discharged to City Lagoon #3. The 
City of Camdenton documented TCE contamination in City Lagoon #3 in 1984, and completed a 
cleanup of the lagoon in 1989. Following closure of City Lagoon #3, the manufacturing facility 
effluent was re-routed into the CTPL. The CTPL ceased operation when the Camdenton 
Wastewater Treatment Plant was brought online June 8, 1989. Records indicate that during the 
period between December 1987 when City Lagoon #3 was taken offline and June 8, 1989, the 
CTPL received effluent from the facility at 221 Sunset Drive. Using the maximum TCE result 
measured in the facility’s wastewater effluent during this period as a conservative value and the 
average daily discharge volume from the facility, the total volume of TCE potentially released to 
the CTPL over the 18 month period of concern is estimated at 3 gallons (Table 2). 


Based on the potential for release of TCE to the CTPL, the site is recommended for entry into 
SEMS and further investigation under CERCLA. An estimate of the mass of TCE released at the 
lagoon is low and the depth to the aquifer surface is approximately 100 feet below ground 
surface. TCE released at the site could pose a threat to nearby building inhabitants through the 
subsurface intrusion pathway, and there is an occupied office building located directly over a 
portion of the former CTPL. Therefore, further investigation under CERCLA is warranted. 
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Attachment A: Pre-CERCLA Screening Checklist/Decision Form 


This form is used in conjunction with a site map and any additional information required by the EPA Region to 
document completion of a Pre-CERCLA Screening (PCS). The form includes a decision on whether a site should be 


added to the Superfund program's active site inventory for further investigation. Select from available dropdown 
values for fields marked with an asterisk *. 


Region: 7 State/Territory: MO Ce es er 
Click here for the EPA Tribe Entity Mapping EPA ID No. (If Available) 
spreadsheet. 
Site Name: Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon 
Other Site 
Name(s): CP White Lagoon 
Site Location: 1164 Ha Ha Tonka Court 
(Street) 
x Camdenton Camden MO 65020 + 7604 
Congressional (City) (County) (State / Terr) (Zip+4) 
District 
If no street address js available 
(Township-Range) (Section) 
Checklist Preparer: 
Michael Stroh 08/15/2017 
(Name / Title) (Date) 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MoDNR) (573) 522-9902 
(Organization) (Phone) 
1730 East Elm Street michael. stroh@dnr.mo.gov _ 
(Street) (Email) 
Jefferson City Cole MO 65101 + 4130 
(City) (County) (State / Terr) (Zip+4) 


Site Contact Info/Mailing Address: City of Camdenton, Missouri 


437 W. US Highway 54 Camdenton, MO 65020 (573)346-3600 


CERCLA 105d Petition for Preliminary Assessment? No If Yes, Petition Date (mm/dd/yyyy): 

RCRA Subtitle C Site Status: Is site in RCRAInfo? No If Yes, RCRAInfo Handler ID #: 

Ownership Type*; Municipality Additional RCRAInfo ID #(s): 

Site Type*: Waste Management State ID #(s): 

Site Sub-Type*: WWITF which received TCE waste CU, a 
Federal Facility? No Federal Facility Owner*: (Make selection) 

Formerly Used Defense Site (FUDS)? No Federal Facility Operator*: (Make selection) 

Federal Facility Docket? No if Yes, FF Docket Listing Date (mm/dd/yyyy): 


Federal Facility Docket Reporting Mechanism*: (Make selection 
Native American Interest? No If Yes, list Tribe: 
Additional Tribe (s): 
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Attachment A: Pre-CERCLA Screening Checklist/Decision Form 


Site Description 


Use this section to briefly describe site background and conditions if known or (easily) available, such as: 
operational history; physical setting and land use; site surface description, soils, geology and hydrogeology; 
source and waste characteristics; hazardous substances/contaminants of concern; historical releases, 
previous investigations and cleanup activities; previous regulatory actions, including permitting and 
enforcement actions; institutional controls; and community interest. 


Insert text here (if text exceeds size of text box, view all text on page 5): 


The CTPL, al 50 knowna§& the C.P. White Lagoon, wa 5 an 8-acre two ce/! wa Stewate r treatme nt lagoon built in the early 19605 and ope rated by 
the city of Camdenton. The CTPL Site i5 located at 1164 Ha Ha Tonka Courtin Camdenton. Itwa5 one of Several individual treatment lagoon5 
the city maintained prior to opening a centralized treatment plant (Camde nton Wa Stewater Treatment Plant) in June 1989 (Kuntz, 1989). Figure 1 
i 5 a Site Location Map, and the location of the former lagoon5i5 Shownin Figure 2. Photograph5 of the lagoon area are provided in Appendix IV. 
Ba 5ed on Google Earth® ae rial photograph5, Some time in early 2012, the northe rnmo 5t original CTPL lagoon cell appear5 to have been 
modified creating two Separate cell 5 (Figure 5 3 and 4). The Camdenton Wa Stewater Treatme nt Plant, vi Sible in Figure 2,15 locatedin the 5ame 
areaa5 the CTPL, andwa5 conStructed on top of a portion of the backfilled original Southern cell. 


Geospatial Information 


Latitude: + 37 999862 a Longitude: - 99 766473 
Decimal Degree North (e.g., +38.859156) Decimal! Degree West (e.g., -7 7.036783) 


Provide 4 significant digits at a minimum, more if your collection method generates them. 


Except for certain territories in the Pacific Ocean, all sites in U.S. states and territories are located within the northern and 
western hemispheres and will have a positive latitude sign and negative longitude sign. The coordinate signs should be changed 
as necessary for sites in the southern and/or eastern hemispheres. 


Point Description: Select the option below that best represents the site POINT-SELECTION CONSIDERATIONS 


point for future reference and to distinguish it from any nearby sites. a. 
e Often the best point is a feature 


| Geocoded (address-matched) Site Address associated with the environmental 

{~~ Site Entrance (approximate center of curb-cut) release or that identifies the site 

I< Approximate Center of Site visually. 

{ Other Distinguishing Site Feature (briefly describe below): eee eenieecancurorthe entrance to the 


site if there is a clear primary entrance 
and it is a good identifier for the overall 


Point Collection Method: Check the method used to collect the location. 


coordinates above and enter the date of collection. e The approximate center of the site (a 
guess at the centroid) is useful for 


large-area sites or where there are no 
appropriate distinguishing features. 

e Use the geocoded address if that is the 
only or best option available, but if 
possible use something more 
representative for sites larger than 50 
acres. 


IX Online Map Interpolation 

[| GPS (handheld, smartphone, other device or technology with 
accuracy range < 25 meters) 

[| GPS Other (accuracy range is > 25 meters or unspecified) 

|] Address Matching: Urban 

[| Address Matching: Rural 

[| Other Method: —— a eee 


Collection Date (mm/dd/yyyy): 03/06/2018 


Pre-CERCLA SCREENING GUIDANCE A-2 


OLEM 9355,1- 118 fuly 2017 


Attachment A; Pre-CERCLA Screening Checklist/Decision Form 


Complete this checklist to help determine if a site should be added to the Superfund | 
Active site inventory. See Section 3.6 of the PCS guidance for additional information. YES NO Unknown 


1. An initial search for the site in EPA’s Superfund active, archive and non-site 
inventories should be performed prior to starting a PCS. Is this a new site thatdoes i [- ‘. 
not already exist in these site inventories? 


Is there evidence of an actual release or a potential to release? KR) | 


Are there possible targets that could be impacted by a release of contamination at | mI | 
the site? 


4, \s there documentation indicating that a target has been exposed to a hazardous | r " r 


substance released from the site? 


5, Is the release of a naturally occurring substance in its unaltered form, or is it 
altered solely through naturally occurring processes or phenomena, from a location — | {x 
where it is naturally found? | 


6. Is the release from products which are part of the structure of, and result in 1 - 
abe ; : lated A : | [x [ 
exposure within, residential buildings or business or communily structures? 


7. If there has been a release into a public or private drinking water supply, is it due to | |) l 
deterioration of the system through ordinary use? | 


= 


8. Are the hazardous substances possibly released at the site, or is the release itself, | 4 rm 
excluded from being addressed under CERCLA? 


9. Is the site being addressed under RCRA corrective action or by the Nuclear | pe r 
Regulatory Commission? 


10. Is another federal, state, tribe or local government environmental cleanup program 
other than site assessment actively involved with the site (e.g., state voluntary rl) & [ 
cleanup program)? 


11. Is there sufficient documentation or evidence that demonstrates there is no 
likelihood of a significant release that could cause adverse environmental or r | i T 
human health impacts? 


12. Are there other site-specific situations or factors that warrant further CERCLA nlp 
remedial/integrated assessment or response? 
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Attachment A: Pre-CERCLA Screening Checklist/Decision Form 


Preparer’s Recommendation: |X Add site to the Superfund active site inventory. 


! Do not add site to the Superfund active site inventory. 


Please explain recommendation below: 


PCS Summary and Decision Rationale 


Use this section to summarize PCS findings and support the decision to add or not add the site to the 
Superfund active site inventory for further investigation. Information does not need to be specific but, where 
known, can include key factors such as source and waste characteristics (e.g., drums, contaminated soil); 
evidence of release or potential release; threatened targets (e.g., drinking water wells); key sampling results (if 
available); CERCLA eligibility; involvement of other cleanup programs; and other supporting factors, 


Insert lexl here (if text exceeds size of (ext box, view all texi of page 6) 
A manufacturing facility at 221 Sunset Drive in Camdenton used TCE as a degreasing agent prior to 1990. Following 
public concern stemming originally from the discovery of TCE contamination in a Camdenton public well in 1993, a 
recently-formed citizen group requested the department investigate potential historic releases from that facility to the 
Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon. Effluent from the facility was historically discharged to City Lagoon #3. The 
City of Camdenton documented TCE contamination in Lagoon #3 in 1984, and completed a cleanup of the lagoon in 
1989. Following closure of Lagoon #3, the manufacturing facility effluent was re-routed into the CTPL. The CTPL 
ceased operation when the wastewater treatment plant was brought online June 8, 1989. Records indicate that 
during the period between December 1987 when Lagoon #3 was taken offline and June 8, 1989, the CTPL received 
ent from the facility at 221 Suns¢ ge. Using the maximum TCE result measured in the facility's wastewater , 


lS a Be 


Site Assessor: Ye 08/15/2018 
Print Name/Signature Date 
EPA Regional Review and Pre-CERCLA Screening Decision 
Add site to the Superfund active site inventory for completion of a: 
[| Standard/full preliminary assessment (PA) 
X Abbreviated preliminary assessment (APA) 
| | Combined preliminary assessment/site inspection (PA/SI) 
! Integrated removal assessment and preliminary assessment 
| Integrated removal assessment and combined PA/SI 
[ Other: 
Do not add site to the Superfund active site inventory. Site is: 
! Nota valid site or incident 
{ Being addressed by EPA's removal program 
! Being addressed by a state cleanup program 
| Being addressed by a tribal cleanup program 
! Being addressed under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
| Being addressed by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
f° Other: 
EPA Regional 
Reviewer: 
Print Name/Signature Date 
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Site Description 
(All text as entered on page 2) 


The CTPL, also known as the C.P. White Lagoon, was an 8-acre two cell wastewater treatment 
lagoon built in the early 1960s and operated by the city of Camdenton. The CTPL site is located 
at 1164 Ha Ha Tonka Court in Camdenton. It was one of several individual treatment lagoons the 
city maintained prior to opening a centralized treatment plant (Camdenton Wastewater Treatment 
Plant) in June 1989 (Kuntz, 1989). Figure 1 is a Site Location Map, and the location of the former 
lagoons is shown in Figure 2. Photographs of the lagoon area are provided in Appendix IV. 
Based on GoogleEarth® aerial photographs, sometime in early 2012, the northernmost original 
CTPL lagoon cell appears to have been modified creating two separate cells (Figures 3 and 4). 
The Camdenton Wastewater Treatment Plant, visible in Figure 2, is located in the same area as 
the CTPL, and was constructed on top of a portion of the backfilled original southern cell. 


The site lies in a narrow wooded valley at the confluence of two unnamed tributaries 
approximately 0.5 miles upstream of their mouth at the Niangua arm of Lake of the Ozarks (Figure 
2 and Photograph 5). Based on topography, the CTPL would have discharged to the northwest 
near the confluence of the two unnamed tributaries. The valley floor topography is generally flat 
and vegetated with grasses and wetland plants (Photographs 1 and 2). The unconsolidated 
material in the general vicinity consists of up to 20 feet of tight clay interspersed with varying 
amounts of sand and chert becoming coarser near the bedrock surface (SECOR, 2003). The 
overburden is underlain by the unconfined Ozark Aquifer. Depth to groundwater in the aquifer is 
in the range of 100 feet below ground surface (Golder, 2017). The Camdenton Treatment Plant 
includes an 800 ft2 office building with 3 full time employees (Jefferies, 2018). The office building 
is located above a portion of the former CTPL. There are two residences within 0.25 miles of the 
CTPL; the nearest one is 350 feet to the east on a ridge above the valley (visible in Figure 2). The 
CTPL site is located at the end of a dead end road and access Is restricted with a gate during non- 
working hours. 
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| PCS Summary and Decision Rationale | 


(All text as entered on page 4) 


A manufacturing facility at 221 Sunset Drive in Camdenton used TCE as a degreasing agent prior 
to 1990. Following public concern stemming originally from the discovery of TCE contamination in 
a Camdenton public well in 1993, a citizen group requested in 2017 that the department investigate 
potential historic releases from that facility to the Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon. Effluent 
from the facility was historically discharged to City Lagoon #3. The City of Camdenton 
documented TCE contamination in City Lagoon #3 in 1984, and completed a cleanup of the lagoon 
in 1989. Following closure of City Lagoon #3, the manufacturing facility effluent was re-routed into 
the CTPL. The CTPL ceased operation when the Camdenton Wastewater Treatment Plant was 
brought online June 8, 1989. Records indicate that during the period between December 1987 
when City Lagoon #3 was taken offline and June 8, 1989, the CTPL received effluent from the 
facility at 221 Sunset Drive. Using the maximum TCE result measured in the facility's wastewater 
effluent during this period as a conservative value and the average daily discharge volume from 
the facility, the total volume of TCE potentially released to the CTPL over the 18 month period of 
concern Is estimated at 3 gallons (Table 2). 


Based on the potential for release of TCE to the CTPL, the site is recommended for entry into 
SEMS and further investigation under CERCLA. An estimate of the mass of TCE released at the 
lagoon is low and the depth to the aquifer surface is approximately 100 feet below ground surface. 
TCE released at the site could pose a threat to nearby building inhabitants through the subsurface 
intrusion pathway, and there is an occupied office building located directly over a portion of the 
former CTPL. Therefore, further investigation under CERCLA is warranted. 
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Figure 2 
Camdenton Treatment 
Plant Lagoon (CTPL) 

Camden County, Missouri 
August 8, 2018 
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Figure 3 
Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon Site 


View of Former Northern Lagoon Cell December 2011 
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Image, USDA Farm Service Agency 
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Figure 4 
Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon Site 
View of Former Northern Lagoon Cell May 2012 
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Photographic Log 
Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon 


Photographs taken on March 7, 2018 
by Travis Lyon, Missouri Department 
of Natural Resources 


Photograph 1. 

Northernmost cell of former lagoon used 
for stormwater detention. View looking 
northeast. 


Photograph 2. 

View across a portion of the former 
lagoon looking southwest. A treatment 
plant maintenance building is visible. 


Photograph 3. 

View of the berm separating the two 
stormwater detention impoundments 
constructed over the former northern 
CTPL cell. View looking west. 


Photograph 4. 

View of the berm separating the two 
stormwater detention impoundments 
constructed over the former northern 
CTPL cell. View looking west. 


Photograph 5. 

View of unnamed stream channel along 
the west side of the CTPL cells. View 
looking west. 


Photograph 6. 

View of the stormwater detention 
impoundment along the western edge. 
View looking north. 
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Photograph 7. 

View from the southeastern portion of the 
stormwater detention impoundment. 
View looking north. 


V. Tables 


Table 1 
221 Sunset Drive Manufacturing Facility 
Pretreatment Effluent TCE Levels* 
Date Result, pg/I (ppb) 
April 24, 1986 <10 
May 2, 1986 14 
May 7, 1986 <10 
May 15, 1986 40 
May 15, 1986 150 
May 20, 1986 1580 
May 20, 1986 2,230 
May 21, 1986 380 
June 3, 1986 1,100 
June 11, 1986 230 
June 18, 1986 290 
June 25, 1986 240 


* reference (Mans, 1986) 


Table 2 


Estimate of Total TCE Mass Discharged to the CTPL from 221 Sunset Drive 
Manufacturing Facility between December 1987 and June 1989 


1 | Gallons per day discharged from pre-treatment plant (average)* 3,788 

2 | Discharge period, days (18 months x 30 days per month) 540 

3 | Volume discharged, gallons (line 1 x line 2) 2.04 x 10 
4 | Volume discharged, liters (line 3 x 3.8 liters per gallon) 7.77 x 10° 
5 | Maximum TCE concentration measured in effluent, jig/l ** 2,230 

6 | Mass of TCE discharged to CTPL, jig (line 4 x line 5) 1.73 x 10” 
8 | Mass of TCE discharged to CTPL, lbs (line 6 / 4.536E8 j1g/Ib) 38 

9 | Pounds of TCE per gallon of TCE 12 

10 | Volume of TCE discharged to CTPL, gallons (line 8 / line 9) 3 


* reference (Olson, 1989) 


** reference (Mans, 1986) 
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CITCAT Group Meeting Notes 
December 12, 2017, 5-7pm 
Mid-County Fire Station, Camdenton MO 


Group members present were Don Barrett, Dale Bland, Jessica Bockoven, Bryant Burton, Leslie 
Chamberlin, Larry Coleman, Steve Eden, Danielle Farson, James Gohagan, Greg Hasty, Pam Holley, 
Jannea Hazama, Shawn Kober, Jerry Rogers, Scott Martin, and Jack Quade. 


Agenda (attached) 
Overview Presentation 


Jennifer Lamons, MDNR, opened the Meeting with a presentation overview of CITCAT general 
procedures and roles. She indicated that the presentation slides will be emailed to the Group. She also 
referred Group Members to the attachment in our package regarding ‘Robert’s Rules of Order’, a 
guideline for conducting these type meetings with example dialogue (attached). 


The presentation included the Mission Statement determined by the Core Group members. Member 
question/discussion on the scope or definition of “misuse” in the Statement was had. The Group 
indicated that “misuse” will, for the purposes of this Group, include both historical processes (that may 
not have been known, at that time, to be ‘misuse’ as we think of it today) and the use that was known to 
be ‘misuse’ at the time. 


Next order of business, during the presentation, was to elect a Chairperson (“Chair”) for the Group. 
Multiple suggestions and affirmatives, and ultimately a majority vote, that James Gohagan be elected 
Chair. Mr. Gohagan accepted. The Chair’s role will be one of leading the meetings, keeping order and 
courtesy, and promoting the forward movement of the meetings. 


Previous to the 5-7 pm meeting, the Core Group had met from 4-5 pm and selected Don Barrett to be 
Secretary for the Group. The Secretary’s role will be to keep notes and written questions from the 
Meeting and email those notes/questions to MDNR (Jennifer Lamons) within 48 hours of the Meeting. 


The Core Group also selected Jerry Rogers to be the Facebook Communicator. His role will be to submit 
the official notices from the Group to the public Facebook page (Camdenton County Contamination 


Board at https://www.facebook.com/groups/249911762009559/about/). 
The Core Group also selected Jannea Hazama to manage the sign-in table for Meetings. 


The presentation touched on terms of Roles, such as for the Chair, which serves for one year. Other 
Group roles or members have no limits of terms. Members in Roles can be voted to be changed with a 
majority vote of the Group. If a member drops out (other than the Chair), the Core Group has decided, 
at this time, to leave the position vacant. 
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Comments and Questions During the Meeting 


Following the presentation, Introductions of those at the Group Table were held. Highlights of 
discussions during and following the Introductions included: 


e Larry Coleman stated that more than 2,300 cubic yards of material was dumped at the Airport 
and TCE was getting into his and Scott Martin’s private wells. Mr. Coleman and Mr. Martin 
indicated that the MDNR sampling of their wells, located near the Airport, showed detected TCE 
where none had been detected in previous sampling. 


e The Group discussed obtaining previous reports and files that the MDNR has at its offices. Mr. 
Jurgensmeyer, MDNR Hazardous Waste Program Director, indicated that there are reports in 
paper form on shelves at MDNR. The issue, as with a number of agencies, is getting these older 
reports digitized. Mr. Jurgensmeyer indicated that reports can be made available to the public 
with the exception of those involved in legal cases. Group members indicated familiarity with 
the Sunshine laws and obtaining documents from agencies and this may be a path to be pursued 
going forward (due to limited time at this Meeting, the purpose of which was to go over the 
basics for the Group, it was suggested that this idea and subsequent others be briefly discussed 
but, if needed, be “tabled”, meaning to discuss at the end of the Meeting, if time allowed, or at 
future Meetings). 


e Mr. Coleman indicated he was recently at the Modine facility and saw a 3-4 year-old child 
playing in a ditch at the facility; he observed no signs indicating that the public should not access 
the facility. The postage of signs at the facility was discussed as an Immediate Need. Suggestion 
was put forth by Greg Hasty for the Group to compile a list of Immediate Needs that it could 
recommend to MDNR (suggestion was acknowledged and tabled). 


e Discussion on the size and ownership of the lot purchased by Mr. Dawson (historic owner of the 
facility) was had. Suggestion was to check with the City/County and obtain the information. 
Leslie Chamberlin and Greg Hasty indicated that they had knowledge of this process and could 
assist on this. 


e Discussion of discharge from the Lagoon was had. Several Group members expressed interest in 
having the discharge sampled. 


e Discussion of the requirements for public notice of Meetings was had as well as the Group being 
able to post/produce/input into ads with radio, comments, calendar, and newsletter. Two 
Members indicated that ads in the newspaper and other media can be expensive — MDNR noted 
that the one-time ad for this Meeting in the newspaper was thought to cost $109, as an 
example. Group Members indicated it is unclear on what funds are available to the Group and 
MDNR stated that they would seek information on this for the Group. Ideas regarding free 
mechanisms to get information out to the public were discussed including free live broadcasting 
of the Meetings on Facebook. Shawn Kober expressed his knowledge on this subject and 
volunteered to assist with this effort. 
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e Jack Quade indicated that his family’s previous plan to relocate to the Jeff City area was on hold 
due to the inability to sell his home due to the public knowledge and/or disclosure of 
contamination in the area. Other Members expressed concern over property values. 


e Steve Eden was asked about his family and he let the Group know that his wife and daughter 
had passed away some time ago. Although he stated that he could not say it was from the 
contamination issues the Group was addressing, regardless, he expressed commitment to help 
the Group as much as he can and to resolve the issue for the community, not just for himself. 
Subsequent comments about too many people in the area being sick or dying was expressed by 
some Members. 


e = Jerry Rogers indicated that he worked at the facility from 1972 to 2012. He said he was present 
at the facility the night of the fire and was familiar with the Cox Building site. He indicated he 
has been to too many funerals and wants to help stop that. 


e Scott Martin indicated that it was his sister that reported dumping to MDNR in the 1980s. Mr. 
Coleman, with Mr. Martin’s permission, shared with the Group, a notice of a communication 
(attached) from Ms. Kay Dempsey in August 1986 to David Ramsey of the USEPA in Jefferson 
City, alleging the plant was discharging metals to a ravine which led to a lake near Normac 
Estates. 


e Brief discussions were held by some Group Members regarding their knowledge of dumping of 
materials associated with historic operations. Dale Bland indicated that hewes-awereofdust 
generated by eperations-and-stated thet when it rained, there would be a sweet, sticky taste to 
the air. Jerry Rogers indicated that, while working at the facility, during excavations, they could 
dig a hole and TCE (“or oil”, as added by a Member) would seep into the hole. 


e Jannea Hazama indicated that her house was one of two houses impacted. She stated that she 
would like her soil and water tested. She indicated her concerns for herself and her 
neighborhood. 


e Greg Hasty expressed concern of the safety of the current City drinking water supply and 
suggested independent testing be a recommendation of the Group. Mr. Coleman indicated that 
he had requested that the Blair well would be sampled; it was unknown if this was conducted. 


e Mr. Coleman indicated that he and another City personnel did the City water sampling one time 
and all the tests came back “bad” except for one sample, which was the Rodeo well. He stated 
that he did not know what was “bad” in the sample. He also stated that he knew on two 
occasions that the Mulberry well was used as the Blair well was broke down and he was working 
on the Rodeo well, so he stated that the Mulberry well was pumping. 


e Group discussed that future meetings are to be held monthly; frequency may be increased if 
needed. 


‘In the March 13, 2018, meeting, Mr. Bland requested that these Minutes be corrected to clarify that he did not 
mention dust at the facility but had indicated that he was aware of exhaust fumes generated by the degreasing 
operations at the facility. 
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Water testing was further discussed including where to sample (well or tap); questions on 
possible funding mechanisms (MDNR indicated that Responsible Parties and MDNR may be a 
source of funding for CITCAT recommendations/requests); costs of samples (some Members 
indicated their understanding of the pricing of sampling varies); and whether to include lead or 
not. Lead’s natural prevalence in Missouri was discussed by Bryant Burton and Pam Holley. 


The issue of the naming of “Hulett Lagoon” was discussed. Group Members expressed it was 
unfair to “label” the lagoon after the Hulett family and could be detrimental to their business. 
The naming of the Lagoon after Hulett was stated by a Group Member to be because the Lagoon 
was located behind the Hulett property and the community used the name for ease of giving 
directions to the Lagoon. MDNR indicated that a petition to the City may be needed to change 
the name. Mr. Martin indicated that the Group should also discuss an upcoming $5 Million grant 
to the City for an expansion project. 


Mr. Coleman requested a copy of a picture from MDNR showing the Lagoon before it was closed 
(pre-1987). He stated that he had seen one in a previous training in Jeff City. MDNR indicated 
they would look for a picture. 


Members discussed the remediation (excavation) of the Lagoon historically. 


Greg Hasty made a Motion to recommend that independent tests of the City water supply be 
conducted. Pam Holley asked what would satisfy as “independent” testers; Would MDNR 
sampling be acceptable? Mr. Hasty indicated that anyone but the City would be acceptable. The 
Motion was seconded and passed by Group majority vote. 


Shawn Kober suggested that the water at the School be tested as a priority. 


Time ran out for the Meeting. The next meeting is to be held on January 9, 2018; anticipated to be at the 


same location — Mid-County Fire Department. 


Meeting was concluded by the Chair. 


Attachments: A. Agenda 


B. Robert’s Rules of Order Handout 
C. 1986 Notice of Communication 


These notes were compiled by Pam Holley, at the request of the Chair and the Secretary. The Chair and Secretary 


will review and the Notes will be forwarded to Jennifer Lamons at MDNR for posting. Written questions were 


obtained by Ms. Lamons at the Meeting. 


Attachment A. Meeting Agenda 


MISSOURI 
ne DEPARTMENT OF 
NATURAL RESOURCES 


Notice of Open Meeting 
Camdenton Industrial TCE Contamination 
Advisory Team Meeting 


People requiring special services at the meeting can make arrangements by calling 800-361-4827 or 
573-751-3176. Hearing and speech impaired individuals may contact the department through Relay 
Missouri, 800-735-2966. 


AGENDA 
Mid-County Fire Protection District 
Camdenton Fire Department 
184 North Business Route 5 
Camdenton 


December 12, 2017 


5 to 7 p.m. 
1. Call Meeting to Order CITCAT Core Member 
2. Introductions CITCAT Core Team 
3. Old Business CITCAT Core Team 


A. Discuss CITCAT Meeting Procedures 
B. Vote on Mission Statement 
C. Vote on Chairperson and Secretary 
D. Missouri Sunshine Law 
E. Roberts Rules of Order 
4. New Business CITCAT Chairperson 
A. New Member Introductions 
B. Topics for Future Meetings 
5. Announce Next Meeting CITCAT Chairperson 
6. Adjourn CITCAT Chairperson 


If you have any questions regarding this meeting. please contact: 


Hazardous Waste Program. PO Box 176, Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 
Phone: 573-751-3176; Email: jennifer lamons(@dnr mo gov 


Attachment B. Robert’s Rules 


Roberts Rules of Order 


Presiding officers need to plan ahead. With an agenda and knowledge of the business at hand 
before the meeting, a plan (such as the one below) can help a presiding officer stay organized and 
keep the meeting orderly and on task. The chairperson should fill out a meeting plan with items 
specific to each meeting to use as a “script” for conducting meetings. 


Remember... 
Y Voting is by majority vote. 
Y Only one person speaks at a time, while others listen politely and wait their turn to speak. 
Y Decorum is to be maintained at all times, the Chairperson is in charge of maintaining order. 
Members should respect the rules of the advisory team and one another. 


Call to Order (Chair) 
Approval or correction of minutes (Secretary) 
o “Acopy of last month’s minutes was emailed to you . Please let me know 
if you found any errors.” (Pause here to let people think.) 
o Are there any corrections to the minutes? 
o Take corrections until there are no more. 
© Ifthere are no corrections, say, “The minutes stand as approved.” If there are 
corrections, take a vote to allow the changes or to let the minutes stand. Secretary 
notes any approved changes and sends members revised copy of minutes from last 
meeting. 


e Old Business (Chair)* 
co. Review old business, take care of unfinished business -- take votes if needed, 


chairperson announces the result. 
e New Business (Chair) 

o. Chair asks, “Is there new business?” 

o Member rises and addresses the chair. “Mr./Madam Chairman.” 

©. Chair recognizes the member. “The chair recognizes Ms. Smith.” Comments are 
heard, questions are asked, votes are taken, debates occur always with the 
chairperson maintaining order and decorum. The person with the floor should not 
be interrupted by others in the room, if they are, the chairperson reminds everyone 
that they may have a turn to comment when the person is finished talking. If it is a 
debate, the chairperson may allow comments from anyone as long as members 
take turns. 

o Ifthe member speaking wants to make a motion, they should say, (for example), “I 
move to invite site technical staff to present on at the March meeting.” 

o Another member seconds the motion by saying, “Second.” 

o The chair states the motion. “It is moved and seconded to invite site technical staff 
to present on at the March meeting. Are you ready for the question?” 

o The members debate the motion in an orderly fashion, with the chair presiding. 
The chair should say, “The chair recognizes Mr. Jones to speak to the motion.” And 
so-on, until the debate is heard. 

o The chair puts the question before the advisory team an 
“Those in favor of inviting site technical staff to present on 
meeting, raise your hand.” “Those not in favor?” Majority vote. 


d the members vote. 
at the March 
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o. The chair announces the result of the vote. “In Favor has it, and the motion carries. 
We will invite site technical staff to present on at the March meeting.” This is 
also a good time for the group to decide who is going to be in charge of contacting 
the site technical staff and arranging for them to come to the March meeting. 

© Updates by project technical staff and topic presentations by agency staff, potential 
responsible parties, other speakers CITCAT members want to invite to meetings. 

© Questions and comments from the public are taken during this part of the meeting; 
chair presides over the exchange of questions and answers and maintains order 
during this time. The secretary should record all questions and comments and 
submit them to MoDNR in writing (email to Jennifer Lamons at 
jennifer.lamons@dnr.mo.gov). 


e Announcements (Chair) 
o Announce the date, time and location of the next meeting. “We need to set the 


date for the next meeting. It looks like the second Tuesday of next month is the 
usual date. Shall we meet next at 5 p.m. on January 9? Hearing no objection, we'll 
meet next on January 9 here at the fire station.” 


e Adjourn (Chair) 
o “There being no further business to come before the advisory team, the meeting is 


adjourned.” 


Other Procedural Items 


*Old 
° 


To change operating procedures, core group votes — majority vote. Chairperson does not 
vote, unless there is a tie. 

Only the core votes on administrative items. 

Members and core members vote on everything else. 

Jennifer will send public notice of meeting to chairperson to post on the front door of 
meeting place. She will receive meeting minutes from secretary, review and send to Amy 
Poos to post on the site’s webpage. Jennifer will receive questions from the secretary and 
disseminate to the appropriate authority. She will also create public notices for meetings 
and send to Amy to post on the department's webpage, make copies needed for CITCAT 
meetings and arrange meeting locations for CITCAT meetings. 


Business is (in this order): 
Any item that was pending when the previous meeting adjourned. 
Business items that were on the “old business” list in the previous meeting but were still 


not taken up before adjourning. 
Any item that was purposefully postponed to the following meeting. 


To learn more about Robert’s Rules of Order, visit the following webpages: 


robertsrules.org/ 
rulesonline.com/rror-01.htm 


afsc.noaa.gov/education/activities/PDFs/SBSS Lesson6 roberts rules of order.pdf 


OF, 
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Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon 
Camdenton, Missouri 


Pre-CERCLA Screening 
Camdenton, 1987 


City of Camdenton 


112 Court Circle PO. Box #@& 1048 
Camdenton. Mo. 65020 - 


314 - 346-3600 


January 19, 1987 


POTW RCRA Hazardous Waste Project 
Attention: Michael Turvey 

Water Management Division 

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region VII 

726 Minnesota Avenue 

Kansas City, Kansas 66101 


Dear Mr. Turvey: 


Enclosed is the Hazardous Waste Response form re-~ 
ceived by the City of Camdenton, Missouri. 


Per our telephone conversation, the City of Camdenton 
has five lagoons in our system. We only have one lagoon that 
receives any hazardous waste. I have enclosed a printout 
that shows the different chemicals. 


" At the present time, the Factory Lagoon, permit 
No. M00048577 receives the sewage from the Sundstrand Tubular 
Company, who, pretreates before we receive it. 


Construction has started on a new collection line 
which will take the sewage to the C.P. White Lagoon (M00048569). 
Upon completion of that line, we will do away with the Factory 
Lagoon. Our long range plans are to eliminate all lagoons 
and have a treatment plant at the C.P. White Lagoon. 


If you have any questions, please feel free to call 
me at (314)346-3600. 


erely, 


Donald Roger Elder 
City Administrator 


DRE/be 
Encl. 


cc: Mayor Kelsey 
File 
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ou have any questions about this information request, please call the Public Drinking Water Program at 314-751~ $331. 
After completed, please mail to POWP, P.O. Box 176, J 
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Camdenton Camdenton | 
Blair hgts Mulberry lane | 
2877 | 
Date Drilled (vear) 61 74 86 | 
Material (CL) Ee c C | 
Toral Depth (ft! 920 1060 900 ! 
| canng Depth (ft) 350 200 +00 
| Casing Size (in: 8 10 12 
| cass Type Ss Ss Ss ' 
{Screen Length (ti = _Nione None None 
pa Swe (in) |S, ING on 121 
Stance Water Leve! (ft) 254 315 165 
scons Yield tgpm) =-_3 80 ae 330 = : 
| bead (ft) | as oe ||: nee — 
Draw Down Level (ft) 375 i oe ae... 
Pump Test Dat (year) 1984 1990 1994 | 
[sonny Geaoge Layer Poros, Potosi Potos: 
| Pump Type Vert. Turbine = Ver Turbine Turbune 
Pump Depth (fy) CC Le or , 
Pump Capacity (gpm) 380 330 696 
Standby Power (Y/N) _N N : . ere 
Date Abandoned (year) N/A 
Date Plugged (year) N/A 
Chiorination (Y/N) N N 
| Filanon CY.) N N 
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MISSOURI CLEAN WATER COMMISSION 


.030 Camden County 
Gerbes Camdenton Shopping Center 


October 4, 1974 


Cerbes Profit Sharing Pension Trust 
132 West Moniteau 
Tipton, Missouri 650381 


Gentlemen: 


An investigation was made of the condition and operation of the waste stabiliza- 
tion lagoon serving the Cerbes Shopping Center at Camdenton, Missouri on October 
2, 1974. The following unsatisfactory features were observed and recommendations 
are made for their correction. 


UNSATISFACTORY FEATURES: 

1. Vegetation on the dikes needed mowing. 

COMNE:TS: 

1. Excessive vegetation on the dikes prevents proper operation and maintcnance 
of the facility. Muskrats or other problems may not be detected due to ex- 
cessive vegetative growth. Vegetation that falls into the lagoon or grows 


in the edge of the water provides a breeding place for mosquitos in addition 
to adding to the organic loading of the facility. 


2. The water level in the lagoon appeared to be about 1 foot in depth. The low 
water level and the fact that this this facility h has_a fairly constant inflow 
indicated that the » lagoon £1: floor may r may have a _very “high percolation rate. If 


this is the case, the s lagoon will [il ‘require s sealing. The state geologist will 


be requested to make an “an investigation "to determina. if the lagoon floor is 
leaking. 


3. This inspection was conducted in connection with your application for an op- 
erating permit. Iseuance of the permit will require monitoring and analyses 
of the effluent. The parameters to be monitored and reporting schedule will 
be contained in the new permit. This permit should be read carefully when 
it is received. 
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Factory Lagoon 
Hulere #3 


MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


INSPECTION OF WASTEWATER STARTLIZATTION LAGOONS 


NPDES Permit No. M0-0048577_...____.__ ___ Type of Farilitv: Lagoon 1 cell. _ _. 
Name of Permittee: ciry of Camdenton ss Telephone No. 346-7293. 
Person Contacted:__ Bud Riley «zt tes__ Jupe 30, .1980 == Ss LL 
Inspected by: Ltlocke CDi ly Averitye Flow: N/A |... LL 
Population: N/A sans <i Sate Slee 


TTEMS INSPECTED [eoxnr tos , COMMENTS 


A. Lagoon 
. Control of Veurtacion 


This lagoon is full of solids 
at one end and is shortcurcuit- 
ing. 


Control of Ernsion 
Control of Floating Mats 
Control of Insects _ : 
Control of Burroving Aninnis 5 Industrial waste must be 


controlled. 


Posted 
Access Road 
Structure - Inlet 

~ Ouclee a 


10. Berms a oe 


11. Surface Drainage oe 
12. Operating Depch aha 


8, Additional Unies 
1. Submerged Sand Filter 
2 Chlorination Favilirles 

J. Flow Measurement 


C. Records and Reports 
NPDES 8 ete] | DOR | : 
» In-Plane Testing None 
Tests Performed by: a | -—_ 


Qperater Certificacinn. | 


ae Soe Dd 
oe meme we ww oe 


D. eer ener yray ee U 


Rating Cades: S$ # Suti.faerorvi Uo # Vasatisfuctory 
M ® Marginal; NA © Noe applicable 
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Permittee Name Camdenton, Missouri 
City/State Camdenton, Missouri 


Hazardous Waste Response 


1) Is any waste, either non-hazardous or hazardous, discharged directly 
inside the boundaries of your wastewater treatment plant(s) by 
truck or rail car or is any waste delivered by a pipeline carrying 
wastewater only from industry? x yes no. 


- 


If the above question is answered “no", please sign below and 
return this page. No other questions need to be answered. 


If question #1 is "yes" please indicate the name and NPDES permit 
number of each treatment plant receiving waste in the described 
manner, and answer the following questions. 


Treatment Plant Name NPDES Permit No. 
1. Factory Lagoon MO 0048577 
2s C.P. White Lagoon MO 0048569 
ae 


2) Oo you have procedures for verifying whether wastes brought directly 
to the treatment plant by truck, rail, or dedicated pipeline are 
hazardous as described in Enclosure 1? x yes no. 


3) Are any wastes discharged inside the treatment plant boundaries 
accompanied by a “Uniform Hazardous Waste Manifest” (see Enclosure 2)? 
yes X no, 
4) To your knowledge, have you, do you, or will you receive hazardous 
waste as described in Enclosure 1 directly at the treatment plant 
by truck, rail, or dedicated pipe? yes xX no. If yes, 
briefly describe type of waste and method of transport. 


I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments 
were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a 
system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and 
evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person 
or persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the 
information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, 
accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties 
for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and 
imprisonment for knowing violations. — 


name: Donald Roger Elder 
title: City Administrator id 


Telephone No.: (314)346-3600 
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Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon 


. ™~ oy Camdenton, Missouri 
; a Pre-CERCLA Screening 


112 Court Circle PO. Box 399 


Camdenton. Mo. 65020 
314 - 346-3600 


Camdenton, 1986 


March 12, 1986 


Mr. Dave Friese 

Project Engineer 

Department of Natural Resources 
P.O. Box 176 

Jefferson City, MO 65102 


RE: (DG-011-Camdenton. .. 
Dear Mr. Friese: . & 


This letter is being provided to you describing the proposed 
procedures the City will use in abandoning the existing 
lagoon where Sundstrand Tubular now discharges. This lagoon 
is to be abandoned when the new trunk line and lift station 
have been constructed to transfer this flow to the C.P. White 
lagoon. ames Se 


As suggested in your letter dated October 23, 1985, we have 
contacted the industry to see if the testing could be combined. 
They have informed us that all their testing will be handled 
by an outside laboratory and that they will not have any 
facilities themselves to help us. The City will obtain a 
laboratory to sample and test the lagoon sludge so that it can 
be disposed of after-declassification. - 


Our present proposed plans are as follows: 


1) After the pretreatment unit, trunk sewer, and lift station 
are in service, the lagoon will be taken out of service and 
all flows diverted to the new lines. 


2) The lagoon will be allowed to settle for a period of 
approximately 30 days to allow for settlement of the sludge. 


3) After this 30-day waiting period, the liquid contents will 
be pumped into the new sewer line to be transmitted to the 
C.P. White lagoon. 


; a 


Page 2 


4) After the liquid has been removed to the lowest possible 
point, we will obtain a laboratory to sample and test the 
sludge for classification of the metals settled into the sludge. 


5) After this information is made available, we will supply 

it to your agency. Until that time, we cannot know what require- 
ments there will be for disposition of the sludge. If the 

levels are low enough, we would hope to just cover the site 

and leave the sludge where it is. If the levels are too high 

for this, we will dispose of the sludge in a method approved 

by you at that time. 


I wish to ensure you that the City of Camdenton will work closely 
with your agency in an effort to abandon this lagoon in an approv- 
able and safe manner. 
Sincerely, 
(Z 


Kathy Kelsey 
Mayor 


‘ou ary . , Boas” Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon 
WP aot rie “4 Camdenton, Missouri 
Pre-CERCLA Screening 
MDNR, 1989A 
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PARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
P.O. Box 176 
Jeflerson City, MO 65102 


October 4, 1989 


The Honorable Mac Webster 


Mayor of Camdenton 
112 Court Circle, P.o. Box 1048 


Camdenton, MO 65020 


Re: C290825-02 Camdenton, Missouri 


Dear Mayor Webster: 
We have received notification that June"8y "1989; has"been established as 
the date the” above» referenced wastewater improvement project has 
officially” gone “on=line" or commenced operation. It is very important 
that you sign and return the enclosed concurence letter establishing this 
date. Failure to do SQ may delay future grant reimbursement payments. 
You are reminded that one year from this date you are required to submit 
the "Certification of Performance for Publicly Owned Treatment Works" for 
this project. This office will make every attempt to remind you of this 
requirement at least 30 days prior to this one year certification date. 
ial year of operation, your consulting engineer is to 
ly constructed project to ‘direct the 
ies and may be required to train operating | 
ices contract should reflect the scope of © 
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During this init 
maintain contact with the recent 


initial operation of the facilit 
The engineering serv 


personnel. 


these activities. 
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po a3 use in "tracking" the initial operat 
'acilities. 


aD ears 
DATE: November 19, 1984) 


TO: Dave Freise 
FROM: Richard J. Laux Puchad j d f 


SUBJECT: Memo of November 2, [984 


After discussing this project with ihe Jefferson City Regional Office 
and Frank Dolan of our staff, 1 can offer the following comments: 


(314) 751-324) 


|. Plans and specifications of the proposed pretreatment. facilities 
at Sunstrand have not been received and hence no statement can be 
made tegarding them, 


2. The overall concept is agreeable to the JCRO which has primary 
authority for pretreatment and municipal manapement under MMS. 


3. "Secondary treatment" no later than June 30, 1988 will be 
required of the city for any of it's facilities. 


4, Our "concurrence" with this proposal dues not relieve Sunstrand 
lor the city) of its obligations in méeting deadlines and other 
aspects of the federal pretrealment requirements. 


5. The JCRO is responsible for ensuring that the proposal will not 
result in the hydraulic or organic capacities of the referenced 
lagoons from being exceeded unless the proposal is in accordance 
with the CWC's sewer extension policy. 


Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 


se) 
a Attached is a memo from Frank Dolan on the same subject. I would 
cc also suggest that you contact Jerry Croy prior to your final 
Fes decision. If you have any questions please advise. 
2 
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MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


P.O. Box 1368 
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Christopher S. Bond Governor Division of Environmental Quality 


Fred A. Lafser Director Robert J. Schreiber Jr., P.E. Director 


1,700 Camdenton 


MEMORANDUM 
DATE: November 19, 1904 pyc 
TO: Robert H. Hentges theu Richard J. Laux 


RJL ja bd 


FROM: Frank Dolan 


SUBJECT: Camdenton Industrial Grant IDG-011 


(314) 751-3241 


What is best for the city of Camdenton? 
1, Preserve and expand the Sunstrand Plant in the ciby, 
2. Eliminate the Factory Lagoon, #3. 


3. Modifications should conform to the long range plan to provide 
sewers in the city. 


Regional Office direction from Curtis Ogg was to eliminate all 
influent line to #3 by installing a pump station to pump-over to the 
C.P. White Lagoon. This is part of the long range plan as noted by 
Dave Freise. 


Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 


the industry will have to pretreat their process wastes to remove 


heavy metals, especially copper and zinc, and to remove solvent 
organics, especially trichloroethylene. Residues from pretreatment 
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ze) will be a problem for Jim Wells at JCRO and the Waste Management 

a Program to address. 

= 

3 Sludges in #3 will need Lo be tested for determining proper 

a disposal. Comprehensive sampling of sediments will be needed as the 

= lagoon is drained and final plans are put into action. 

8 Efforts to correct any lagoon operation problems will be focused on 

fan) the C.P. White lagoon and wlther lagoons in Camdenton. The additional] 
hydraulic load on the C.P, White Lagoon is not perceived as a problem 
by Curtis Ope. He wants to move Camdenton's attention to 

8 consolidating problems and providing long term solutions to them. 
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Christopher S. Bond Governor Division of Environmental Quality 


Fred A. Lafser Director Robert J. Schreiber Jr., P.E. Director 


Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon 
Camdenton, Missouri 


Pre-CERCLA Screening 
Lyon, 2018 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
Division of Environmental Quality 


MEETING RECORD 
FILE: Camdenton; Sunset Drive Facility Pre-treatment Process DATE: April 12, 2018 


Meeting: At 1730 East Elm 


SUBJECT: Speaking with Dale Bland about the operations of the pretreatment plant and disposal 
of TCE. 


PERSONS INVOLVED: REPRESENTING: 

Valerie Wilder MDNR, HWP, Superfund 
Michael Stroh MDNR, HWP, Superfund 
Travis Lyon MDNR, HWP, Superfund 
Dale Bland Former Pretreatment Operator 


SUMMARY OF CONVERSATION: 

Mr. Bland traveled to Jefferson City to follow up on the phone discussion that took place on 
April 6 regarding pretreatment operational history and TCE disposal at the Sunset Drive facility 
in Camdenton Missouri. Mr. Bland brought hand written notes to the meeting which are scanned 
and can be found below (note: In Mr. Bland’s notes 1984 is listed as the pretreatment system 
starting date however Mr. Bland informed staff that date should be 1986). 


Mr. Bland began working at the facility in production in 1972. Mr. Bland worked on the facility’s 
maintenance crew from 1974 to 1986 for Sundstrand. From 1986 when the pretreatment became 
operational to 1999 (Modine bought the facility in 1990), Mr. Bland operated the treatment 
system on the day shift. Mr. Bland explained the distilling process used for cleaning the four (to 
five) degreasers (the machine numbers were M184, M185, M394, and M460). Waste from 
cleaning of the degreasing tanks’ waste was either stored in storage tanks next to the degreasers 
for reuse or sent off site and used by a concrete company for kiln fuel. The Degreasing waste that 
was sent off site usually had a fairly high concentration of oil and was darker in color than most 
“honeys” (honey is a term to describe used TCE). The company reused the distilled TCE that was 
usually a very light "honey color" unlike virgin TCE which was clear in color. In the early years, 
maintenance employees entered the degreasers to clean out the aluminum "fines". In the 1980's a 
portable air operated vacuum system was used to vacuum the degreasers' fines out, thus ceasing 
employee entrance into the units being cleaned. The fines were removed to prevent "hot spots" 
which could turn the TCE acidic and possibly cause a fire similar to the fire in 1972. The waste 
from cleaning out aluminum fines was disposed on site into the environment. In the late 80s TCE 
was leaked around the mono rail system but this did not enter the pretreatment system. Mr. 
Bland referred to an event some time prior to 1984, when TCE waste was neutralized by 
treatment with soda ash and placed into 18-20 barrels which were stored on-site. He did not 
know how the barrels were disposed of. 


Hex Chrome was treated at the source with lime and, after PH neutralization, was flushed down 
the drains. This was done until the waste treatment system was put "online" in 1986.In a similar 
note, Mr. Bland believes the Alkali solutions were neutralized and treated in the same fashion. 


DMP Corporation installed the pretreatment system which was operational on April 14, 1986. 
The pretreatment system processed 30,000 gallons of waste per day but was reduced to 1,500 
gallons a day following process changes later in its use. Pretreatment was used for chrome 
plating line neutralization. Cleaning agents were disposed of in holding tanks once pretreatment 
was operational. TCE did not enter the pretreatment system except through incidental drippage 
off of parts onto the factory floor where they may have entered floor drains directed into the 
system tank number two known as “rinse water accumulation”. Mr. Bland also mentioned that an 
alternative solvent called Genesolv® which consists of pentafluoropropane and trans-1,2- 
dichloroethene was used by the company for a short period as the company transitioned from 
using TCE to 1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA). The pretreatment was not designed to treat TCE and 
according to Mr. Bland, there was very little aeration of water processed through the system. 
Tests of the system’s effluent were conducted one to three times daily, but did not include TCE 
testing. 


The treatment of the tanks was controlled by Ph and ORP sensors. If the system went outside the 
set parameters, it would go into a "mistreat" mode and all water treatment would stop until the 
affected treatment tanks were back within set specs. Water would be redirected into an 
"emergency' holding tank and then would drain back into waste water holding to be treated. 


Mr. Bland also pointed out a point he noticed in the Camdenton TCE Timeline (posted on the 
website) that Modine did not replace the concrete floor in the Sunset Drive Facility, but capped 
the floor with about 6” of concrete on top of the existing floor. The Timeline mentions a 
document from Modine to the department that states the facility’s floor was replaced in the mid- 
90s. 


Below are notes Mr. Bland brought to the meeting for staff. The notes go into the details about 
what cleaning agents were used in the pretreatment system and Mr. Bland provided a diagram of 
the pretreatment system: 
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Date of Signature 


-Sundstrand Tubular Products, Inc. 


subsidiary of Sundstrand Corporation siOSTRARD 


SUNSET ORIVE ® P.O. BOX 636 e CAMDENTON, MISSOURI 65020 e TELEPHONE 314-346-5693 


December 15, 1986 


The Honorable Kathy Kelsey, Mayor 
City of Camdenton 

P. 0. Box 786 

Camdenton, MO 65020 


Dear Mayor Kelsey: 


This letter is to confirm the operation of our wastewater pretreatment 
facility. The system was started March 28, 1986 and continually meets 
Federal PSES discharge limits. 


As agreed to at the pretreatment meeting of September 5, 1984, attended 
by Bud Riley, Jim Jackson, Curtis Ogg, Thomas Phillip, Tom Misiak and 
myself, Sundstrand designed and installed a system capable of meeting 
the PSES Metal Finishing Regulations of July 15, 1983 and the Total 
Toxics Organics limits of February 15, 1986. 


Sundstrand requests a wastewater discharge permit if required by city 
ordinance. In the interim, we will continue to operate the pretreatment 
system and voluntarily monitor the effluent for Total Chromium, Hexvalent 
Chromium, Copper, Lead, Zinc, Total Suspended Solids, Grease & Oil, 
Trichloroethylene and p.H. on a monthly basis. In the past we had also 
tested for Cadmium, Nickel, Silver and Cyanide, but consistently have 
been below detection levels with these metals. We will test for all 
parameters if we have any process changes. 


Attached is a copy of our monitoring data to show the integrity of this 
process. Let me know what permit forms are required and any fees that might 
be required. 


Sincerely yours, 
aera Py Gof 
AVE 14 (CPL 


Don Mans 
Plant Engineer 
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Pretreatment Compliance Audit 
City of Camdenton 
NPDES Permit Numbers 
C.P. White - MO-0048569 
Dump - MO-0048585 
Hulett - MO-0048577 
Wilkerson-Clint - MO-0048607 
Parish - MO-0048593 


June 20, 1986" 


On April 15, 1986 an audit was conducted of the Industrial Pretreatment Program 
as implemented by the City of Camdenton, Ms. Trudy Marco and Mr. D. Roger Elder 
represented the city and Ms. Leora M. Reising represented the Missouri 
Department of Natural Resources. 


The City of Camdenton received approval to implement the Industrial 
Pretreatment Program on September 26, 1983 by the Missouri Department of 
Natural Resources. The City of Camdenton operates five lagoons. However, only 
one lagoon is of interest to the Industrial Pretreatment Program, that is the 
Hulett (a.k.a. Factory) lagoon. 


FINDINGS: 


The City of Camdenton has jurisdiction over their entire collection and 
treatment system. They operate five lagoons, only one receives an industrial 
waste. The Hulett lagoon receives the waste from Sunstrand Tubular Products, 


Inc. 


Sunstrand Tubular Products, Inc. is a manufacturer of aluminum and copper 
components and heat transfer coils for air conditioners, used in homes, 
automobiles, and various industries. The manufacturing process consists of 
aluminum and copper cutting and brazing, aluminum etching, and a small amount 
of chromium electroplating They have installed a pretreatment system to remove 
heavy metal components from their wastewater primarily from the aluminum 
etching process. The system was finished prior to the pretreatment audit but 
the reagent tanks were still being filled so it was not in operation. 


The City of Camdenton has not developed their sampling, inspection, and 
permitting procedures. They need to address a variety of topics in their 
pretreatment program. An increase in personnel familiar with pretreatment 
and/or sampling and tracking procedures would be helpful. Parts of the program 
could be contracted to consultants. 


The city personnel involved have been very conscientious but they are working 
with a handicap of not enough time and resources. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: 
1. Establish, document, and implement formal sampling procedures. 


2. Pursue enforcement actions as specified by the federal pretreatment 
regulations. 


Pretreatment Compliance Audit 
City of Camdenton 

June 20, 1986 

Page two 


3. Establish local limits with regards to production rates, method of waste 
treatment, method of sludge disposal, and NPDES discharge limits. 


4, Have adequate personnel available or on contract for sampling, analyzing, 
monitoring, tracking, and enforcing the pretreatment program. 


5. Up-date city ordinances and policies with any changes in the federal 
pretreatment program. 


Submit all changes of your sewer uSe ordinance and pretreatment program to 
the Department of Natural Resources for approval. 


ON 


Should you have any questions please call the Jefferson City Regional Office at 
(314) 751-2729. 


Submitted By: Approved By: 


> 


<> My. X ZAZA Ze 
= a : SRS B.R. Kesler 


Leora M. Reising 
Environmental Specialist Regional Administrator 
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Enclosure 


SEWER PLANT 
Meeting with Rick Helms-Helms Environmental Services, Tac. 
April 26, 1996 


Present; 

Rick Helms 
Tom Emry 

Kent Hixson 
Brenda Colter 


Referring to letter of March 24, 1990, from ONR regarding sewer plant 
cperation inspection, Helms stressed that annual report on sewer plant 
operations snould be in to state by March 31, of each year. 


Very crucial that respense to letter be sent to ONR by Nay deadline. 


Sundstrand was discussed. Helms advised at least tuo reports per 
year on performance are required. Helms recommended monthly or 
guarterly reports at this time. Hixson advised will be requiring 
frequent reports turned in at first, 


Regarding annual pretreatment report, Helms advised although 
requirement for annual report was omitted from pretreatment permit 
issued to city the requirement is a federal law and must be followed. 


Helinns advised head work calculations need to be approved by Heims to 
move ahead. Calculations must be in by September 30, 1990, Helms will 
need the equivalent of one week of work to finish calculations, 


Hixson reported he had met with Sundstrand 3/27/90 regarding 
pretreatment permit and city's cencern that too much copper is aning 
through treatment plant, 


After aotification if high copper content continues Helws advised city 
will need to publish letter of noncompliance in naeuspaper. Section 3.9 
and 3.4 of Public EPA Pretreatment Compliance Code and Chapter 48 

of City Code sats out procedures to follous and fines involved, 


Pre~certification of sewer plant 15 set for May 4, 1996, 10:30 a.m. 
Hixson requested Helms to attend. Helms agreed, 


Hinutes by Brenda Colter 


Modine Heat Transfer Inc., 
Box 636 
Camdenton, Mo. 65020 


January 22, i991 
Mr. Kent L. Hixson 
City Administrator 
112 Court Circle 
Camdenton Missouri 65020 


Dear Mr. Hixson: 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of the analytical 
results for the composite sample taken from our Pretreatment system 
during the 4th quarter of 1990. 


Please contact me if you need any additional information. 


Sincerely Yours, 


Don Mans 
Plant Engineer 


cc: Tom Sanicola, Modine Corporation 
Bob King 


ENGINEERING SURVEYS AND SERVICES 
TESTING LABORATORY 
20 December 1990 


1113 Fay Street » Columbia, Missouri 65201 © (314) 449-2646 , Date 


802 E! Dorado Drive « Jefferson City, Missouri 65101 * (314) 636-3303 2201 
Lab No. 


Sunstrand Tubular Products, Inc. - P.O. #17369 
Project: 
Camienton, Missouri 14 December 1990 
Locatlon: «Catt Received: 
Sample No./ 4660/ Pretreat Sample 
Description: 


TEST RESULTS 


PARAMETER SAMPLE NUMBER 
4660 
Cadmium, mg/1 <O.O1 
Chromium, mg/l 0.18 
Copper, mg/l 2.02 
Lead, mg/l 0.09 
Nickel, mg/l 0.03 
Silver, mg/l . <0.01 
Zine, mg/l 0.43 
Chromium, Hexavalent, mg/l <0.02 
Total Suspended Solids, mg/l 4 
Grease & Oil, gravimetric, mg/l 4.5 
Cyanide, mg/1 <0O.0l 
1,l1,l Trichloroethane, ug/l 40.1 
1 A/c P 
CC: 17 Manns ENGINEERING one AND Al 
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vid A. Bennett. P-F.- 


uy of Cam ow hown 


= a Court Circle. P.O. Box 1048 - = - 
: -- Camdenton, MO. 65020 ae 
314-346-3600 


Richard Kuntz, P.E. ° April 23, 1991 
Pretreatment Coordinator 

Dept. of Natural Resources 

P.O. Box 176 

Jefferson City, Mo. 65102 Se 


RE: 1990 Annual Pretreatment Report 


Dear Rick, 


As per our phone conversation, please find enclosed the 1990 Annual 
pretreatment report. 


After your review, should you have any questions or require further . 
information, -please feel free, to contact me. We are looking forward to 
your annual visit. ; ye 


=~, 
(Ae 


ka? 


Sincerely, 


Fur Hy 


City Administrator 


encl;: 


a) 


1990 ANNUAL PRETREATMENT SUMMARY 
Narrative 


During 1990, the City of Camdenton revised and amended the existing 
pretreatment ordinance to better reflect EPA and DNR changes in 
the pretreatment regulations. 


The City adopted the pretreatment compliance program, ‘'The EPA 


Pretreatment Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Guidance Manual". 


The City's only significant industrial user (SIU) formerly 
Sundstrand Tubular Products, now Modine Heat Transfer, submitted a 
pretreatment application based upon the new EPA/DNR guidelines. 


After careful review of the pretreatment application, the Board of 
Aldermen issued a pretreatment permit. 


Due to better communications and a renewed effort to control the 
chemical content of the effluent, there has been no disruptions at 
the municipal sewage treatment plant for over a year. 


As city staff becomes more familiar with the pretreatment process 
and what kinds of chemicals can cause problems, we are venturing out 
into other areas of the community to better educate businesses not to 
pollute our system. es 


1990 was a year of education and growth for the city staff in terms 
of understanding the pretreatment process and DNR requirements. We 
continue to work well with our only SIU to insure compliance. The 
City will continue with our outreach program to better inform the 
community of the DNR guidelines as it relates to pretreatment. 
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cmpenec ane pts” 


SAMPLE 


I. General Information 


Control Authority Name City of Camdenton 
Address P.O. Box 1048 
City Camdenton , Mo. Mo. State/Zip 65020 


I certify that the information 
contained is camplete and accurate 
to the best of my knowledge. 


Contact ct Person Kent Hixson Kent Hixson 
Contact. Telephone Number 314-34603600 cies TYHOMM YX FAV 
NPDES Nos. thorized Representative Date 


Reporting Period: Kent Lb: Hixson 


et 220 Annual Summary 2 
Total Categorical IUs City Admini 
Total Significant Noncategorical IUs none | y Administrator 


eos 


ee eas ah ry ~~ SIGNIFICANT 
II. Significant Industrial User Compliance INDUSTRIAL USERS 
Noncate= 


1) No. of SIUs Submitting BMRs/No. Required BO 0'6) 8-850 180.87 yore eeesenheeonve 
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APPENDIX E 


SAMPLE PERMIT APPLICATION FORM 


Note: Please read all attached instructions prior to completing this 
application. 


SECTION A - GENERAL INFORMATION 


Ts. Facility Name: MODINE HEAT TRANSFER, INC. 
MODINE MANUFACTURING COMPANY 


a, Operator Name: 


b. Is the operator identified in l.a., the owner of the facility? 
Yes [X] No [ J] ° 


If no, provide the name and address of the operator and submit a copy 
of the contract and/or other documents indicating the operator's 
scope of responsibility for the facility. 


2, Facility Address: 
- Street: SUNSET DRIVE 
City: CAMDENTON State: MOQ Zip: 65020 
3. Business Mailing Address: 
Street or P.O. Box: P.O. BOX 636 
City: _CAMDENTON State: __ MO Zip: __ 65020 
4, Designated signatory authority of the facility: 


{Attach similar information for each authorized representative] 


Name: _ GAYLORD OLSON 

Title: PLANT MANAGER 

Address: P.O. BOX 636 

City: CAMDENTON State: MO Zip: 65020 


Phone #: 314-346-5693 


Si: Designated facility contact: 
Name: DONAVON MANS 
Title: PLANT ENGINEER 
Phone #: 314-346-5696 
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1. If your facility employs or will be employing processes in any of the 
industrial categories or business activities listed below (regardless of 
whether they generate wastewater, waste sludge, or hazardous wastes), 
place a check beside the category of business activity (check all that 


apply). 


Industrial Categories* 


Aluminum Forming 
Asbestos Manufacturing 
Battery Manufacturing 


Can Making 


Carbon Black 
Coal Mining 
Coil Coating 
Copper Forming 


Electric and Electronic Components Manufacturing 


Electroplating 

Feedlots 

Fertilizer Manufacturing =: 
Foundries (Metal Molding and Casting) 
Glass Manufacturing 

Grain Mills © 

Inorganic Chemicals 

Iron and Steel | 

Leather Tanning and Finishing 
Metal Finishing 

Nonferrous Metals Forming 
Nonferrous Metals Manufacturing 
Organic Chemicals Manufacturing 
Paint and Ink Formulating 
Paving and Roofing Manufacturing 


“Pesticides Manufacturing 


Petroleum Refining 

Pharmaceutical 

Plastic and Synthetic Materials Manufacturing 
Plastics Processing Manufacturing 
Porcelain Enamel 

Pulp, Paper, and Fiberboard Manufacturing 
Rubber 

Soap and Detergent Manufacturing 

Steam Electric 

Sugar Processing 

Textile Mills 

Timber Products 


E-2 


9/15/89 


NOTE: Although we do several of the above operations, it has been 


determined that we are required to operate under the Metal Finishing 


EPA catagorical standards. 


All chemical wastewaters are a result of 


chemical cleaning and etching of aluminum and copper material. 
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A facility with processes inclusive in these business areas may be 
covered by Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) categorical 
pretreatment standards. These facilities are termed “categorical users". 


2. Give a brief description of all operations at this facility including 
primary products or services (attach additional sheets if necessary): 
i ; nha i i 


and feeder parts for original equipment manufacturers of heating, air 
conditioning and refrigeration equipment. 


3. Indicate applicable Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) for all 
processes (If more than one applies, list in descending order of 
importance.): a 


a. 3585 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e, 
4. PRODUCT VOLUME: 
PAST CALENDAR YEAR ESTIMATE THIS CALENDAR YEAR 
PRODUCT Amounts Per Day Amounts Per Day 
(Brandname) (Daily Units) (Daily Units) 
(levels with others 
—__(and_nou.l) . Average Maximum Average Maximum ~ 
COILS 750 1000 1000 1500 


a eeeerneeeren ee 
NY 
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SECTION C - WATER SUPPLY 
Le Water Sources: (Check as many as are applicable) 
{ ] Private Well 
{ ]} Surface Water 
K ] Municipal Water Utility (Specify City): _CAMDENTON, MO. 
{( ] Other (Specify): 
2. Name on the water bill: _.MODINE HEAT TRANSFER, INC. 
Nages MODINE HEAT TRANSFER,. INC. 
a Se 
City: CAMDENTON State: _MO Zip: _ 65020 ; 
3, Water service account number: Meter # 2-166 
4, List average water usage on premises: 
[New facilities may estimate] 
Indicate 
Average Water Estimated (E) or 
Tyve Usage (GPD) Measured (M) 
a. Contact cooling water 1902 (E) 
b. Non-contact cooling water 2451 (E) 
c. Boiler feed 7 (M) 
d. Process 9612 (E) 
e. Sanitary _ A747 (E) 
f. Air pollution control 93 (E) 
g. Contained in product 
h. Plane and equipment washdown 
1. Irxigation and lawn watering 365 (E) 
j. Other 
PRETREATMENT REAGENT 
DILUTION 544 (E) 


k. TOTAL OF A-J "12921 (E) 
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SECTION D - SEWER INFORMATION 


1. a. For an existing business: 
Is the building presently connected to the public sanitary sewer system? 
Based On 
{x] Yes: Sanitary sewer account number Meter # 2-166 


{ ] No: Have you applied for a sanitary sewer hookup? [ ] Yes [ } No 
b. For a new business: 


(1). Will you be occupying an existing vacant building (such as in 
an industrial park)? [ ] Yes [ J No 


(ii). Have you applied for a building permit if.a new facility will 
be constructed? [ ] Yes [ J No 


(iii). Will you be connected to the public sanitary sewer system? 
{ ] Yes [ } No 


2 List size, descriptive location, and flow of each facility sewer which 
connects to the City’s sewer system. (If more than three, attach — 
additional information on another sheet.) 


Descriptive Location of Sewer Average 
Sewer Size Gonnection or Discharge Point Flow (GPD) 
SWl 6" Manhole in front of maint Plant 4374 
a entrance. 
PW9 6" Manhole in front of Main entrance 13597 
sw2 6" Connected to line East of plant 4374 


NOTE: 8747 GPD sanitary water estimated in Section C4e is divided 
evenly for the two sanitary waste lines. 
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SECTION E - WASTEWATER DISCHARGE INFORMATION 


Lis Does (or will) this facility discharge any wastewater other than from 
restrooms to the City sewer? 


[X] Yes If the answer to this question is “yes", complete the remainder 
of the application. 


{ ] No If the answer to this question is "no", skip to Section I. 


2. Provide the following information on wastewater flow rate. 
[New facilities may estimate] 


a. Hours/Day Discharged (e.g., 8 hours/day): 
M 7 T 17 Wi]? TH _7 F V7 SAT 8% SUN 0 
b. Hours of Discharge (e.g., 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.): 


M 7-12) [7-12 w7-12 TH?7-12 F 7-12 sat 7-3:30 sun 


c. Peak hourly flow rate (GPD) NA 
d. Maximum daily flow rate (GPD) 18653 * 
e. Annual daily average (GPD) 3788 

3. If batch discharge occurs or will occur, indicate: 


{New facilities may estimate] 


a. Number of batch discharges per day 
b. Average discharge per batch (GPD) 


c. Time of batch discharges at 
(days of week) (hours of day) 


d. Flow rate gallons/minute 


e. Percent of total discharge 


9/15/89 ; E-6 
* One day maximum flow rate taken from daily flow in pretreatment 
operating log and estimated sanitary. 
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4, Schematic Flow Diagram - For each major activity in which wastewater is 


or will be generated, draw a diagram of the flow of materials, products, 


water, and wastewater from the start of the activity to its completion, 
showing all unit processes. Indicate which processes use water and which 


generate wastestreams. Include the average daily volume and maximum 
daily volume of each wastestream (new facilities may estimate]. If 
estimates are used for flow data this must be indicated. Number each 
unit process having wastewater discharges to the community sewer. Use 
these numbers when showing this unit processes in the building layout in 
Section H. This drawing must be certified by a State Registered 


Professional Engineer. 


See Attachment 1 
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ATTACHMENT 1 


TANK #10 


- TANK #1 TANK #4 TANK # 


_ SLUDGE 
DEWATERING 


FLOCCULATION 


EMERGENCY 
HOLDING TANK 


ACID 
ACCUMULATION 


Y 
EF FLUE} 
TO POTS 


TANK #8 TANK #11 


TANK #2 


SLUDGE 
DRYER 


CLARIFIER 


RINSE WATER 
ACCUMULATION 


W 


TANK it ACCUMULATION 


TANK #3 TANK #6 

IN CONTAINERS 
ALKALINE CHEMICAL SLUDGE 
ACCUMULATION PRECIPITATION THICKENER 


aa nea RnR ol 
‘ OF “Wee ° Ep, 
THW gee leg 
ie iF ae 
eet RETURN CLEAR pea s IIMES CG * o 
SOLUTION TO $3! acKson 3 
TANK #A TANK #B PROCESS At f)remogs,  } 
? & on 14597 , 
ULTRA~ SETTLING 
FILTRATION 
TO NEUTRALIZATION 
ANK #6 
THW 


POTW — PUBLIC OWNED 
TREATMENT WORK 

NHW ~ NON HAZARDOUS Wé 

HW ~ HAZARDOUS WASTE 


QUTSIDE 
RECLAIM 


TANK #13 TANK #14 


HOLDING TANK 


OIL SKIMMING 
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Facilities that checked activities in question 1 of Section B are considered 
Categorical Industrial Users and should skip to question 6. 


5. For Non-Categorical Users Only: List average wastewater discharge, 
maximum discharge, and type of discharge (batch, continuous, or both), 
for each plant process. Include the reference number from the process 
schematic that corresponds to each process. [New facilities should 
provide estimates for each discharge}. 


Average Maximum Type of Discharge 
No. Process Description Flow (GPD) Flow (GPD) (batch, continuous, none) 


ANSWER QUESTIONS 6 & 7 ONLY IF YOU ARE SUBJECT TO CATEGORICAL PRETREATMENT 
STANDARDS 


Nn 


For Categorical Users: Provide the wastewater discharge flows for each 
of your processes or proposed processes. Include the reference number 
from the process schematic that corresponds to each process. [New 
facilities should provide estimates for each discharge]. 


Average Maximum Type of Discharge 
Regualted Process. Flow (GPD) Flow (GPD) (batch, continuous, none) 
Aluminum Cleaning 
Line 40S i 880 Intermittent 


Copper Cleaning 
i 8s 1a eiears EP =, f= Remmi e420) Intermittent 


Average Maximum Type of Discharge 
Unregulated Process Flow (GPD) Flow (GPD) (batch, continuous ,none) 


No. 
3 Long Coil Cleaning 
5c ine 520 7,200 Intermittent 
Average Maximum Type of Discharge 
No, Dilution Flow (GPD) Flow (GPD) (batch, continuous, none) 
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Ve For Categorical Users Subject To Total Toxic Organic (ITO) Requirements: 


Provide the following (TTO) information. 


a. Does (or will) this facility use any of the toxic organics that are 
listed under the TTO standard of the applicable categorical 
pretreatment standards published by EPA? 


{ xX] Yes 
{ ] No 


b. Has a baseline monitoring report (BMR) been submitted which contains 
TTO information? 


{x] Yes 
{ ] No 


c. Has a toxic organics management plan (TOMP) been developed? 


{ ] Yes, (Please attach a copy) 


{ x] No 
8. Do you have, or plan to have, automatic sampling equipment or continuous 
wastewater flow metering equipment at this facility? 
Current: Flow Metering (x}] Yes [ ] No [ ] N/A 
Sampling Equipment [x] Yes [ ] No [ ].N/A 
Planned: Flow Metering { ] Yes { ] No [{ ] N/A 
Sampling Equipment { ] Yes [ ] No [ ] N/A 


If so, please indicate the present or future location of this equipment 
on the sewer schematic and describe the equipment below: 


Flowmetering — Red Lion Control No. IMP 2310 
303~5 


STL Sensor No. 


ad 


Sampling equipment. DMP - Supplied with system — 24 hr. composi 


9. Are any process changes or expansions planned during the next three 
years that could alter wastewater volumes or characteristics? Consider 
production processes as well as air or water pollution treatment 
processes that may affect the discharge. 


{xX Yes 
{ ] No, (skip question 10) 
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10. 


11. 


12. 
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Briefly describe these changes and their effects on the wastewater 
volume and characteristics: (Attach additional sheets if needed.) 


minimization and water conservation programs. 


1.) Eliminate or reduce use of contact cooling water. 


2.) Modifications to copper cleaning line will.increase volume with no 


change to characteristics. 
Are any materials or water reclamation systems in use or planned? 


{ ] Yes 
(x] No, (skip question 12) 


Briefly describe recovery process, substance recovered, percent 
Yecovered, and the concentration in the spent solution. Submit a flow 
diagram for each process: (Attach additional sheets if needed.) 


SECTION F - CHARACTERISTICS OF DISCHARGE 


All current industrial users are required to submit monitoring data on all 
pollutants that are regulated specific to each process. Use the tables 
provided in this section to report the analytical results. DO NOT LEAVE 
BLANKS. For all other (nonregulated) pollutants, indicate whether the 
pollutant is known to be present (P), suspected to be present (S), or known 
not to be present (0), by placing the appropriate letter in the column for 
average reported values. Indicate on either the top of each table, or ona 
separate sheet, if necessary, the sample location and type of analysis used. 
Be sure methods conform to 40 CFR Part 136; if they do not, indicate what 
method was used. 


New dischargers should use the table to indicate what pollutants will be 
present or are suspected to be present in proposed wastestreams by placing a P 
(expected to be present), S (may be present), or O (will not be present) under 
the average reported values. 
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' 1,2-Diphenylhydrazine 


Detection Maximun Average Number 
Pollutant Level Daily of of 
Used Value Analyses Analyses Unics 
Conc. Mass Conc. Mass Cone Mass 


2,4-Dimethylphenol 
2,4-Dinitrotcoluene 
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 
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Pollutant 


Di-n-octyl phthalate 


Diethyl phthalate 

Dimethyl phthalate 
Benzo(a) anthracene 
Benzo(a)pyrene 


3,4-benzofluoranthene 
Benzo(k) fluoranthane 


Chrysene 
Acenaphthy lene 
Anthracene 
Benzo(ghi)perylene 
Fluorene 
Phenanthrene 


Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene 
Indeno(1,2,3-cd) pyrene 


Pyrene 


Tectrachloroethylene 


Toluene 
Trichloroethylene 


* Vinyl chloride 


Aldrin 

Dieldrin 
Chlordane 
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4,4'-DDE 
4,4'-DDD 
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Endosulfan sulfate 
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Pollutant 


Nepctachlor epoxide 
Alpha- BHC 
Beta-BHC 
Gamma- BUC 
Delta-Bllc 
PCB-1242 
PCB-1254 
PCB-1221 
PCB-1232 . 
PCB-1248 
PCB-1260 
PCB-1016 
Toxaphene 
(TCDD) 
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Acidity 
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Pollutant Level Daily of of 
Used Value Analyses Analyses Units 
Conc. Mass Conc. Mass Conc. Mass 
Sodiun 
Specific Conductivity 
Sulfate (S0O,) 
Sulfide (S) 
Sulfite (SO,) 
Antimony 
Arsenic ean es, 
Barium Bee ee Saens 
Beryllium Fe a es PO Re ne re Beer Renner ceed, 
Cadmium a £.05 2 ma/] 
Chromium 0 eet? a BO - Ss re (eee mg/I 
Copper UN eee eee ee eees,, “See, | eee ee aig. 3. g/l —. 
Cyanide O01 £0] Late ea Dee (11 2 i 
Lead J eee teaiet, . iees. eee see tee. AMOK. 
Mercury Sree enter ae, eeaeeat res near ree Soe ae set eee eta items 
Nickel pei Oh: ett bo JeteGbiy - 2 oe —_2 ss mg/l 
Selenium we a ee ea eee teeny Aon deter cates 
Silver epee! Seats sa! tO, eee gees! Mg 
Thallium ee em Re eee ate ash 
Zinc NK ee be eee oe, ON! Seat Seen aae (0 A Siow 


7% JO SI eseg 


a XITCNdddVv 


W8Od NOILVOIdd¥ LIndsd ~ 


APPENDIX E SAMPLE PERMIT APPLICATION FORM 


Page 16 of 24 


SECTION G - TREATMENT 


1. Is any form of wastewater treatment (see list below) practiced at this 
facility? 
{x] Yes 
{ ] No 

25 Is any form of wastewater treatment (or changes to a existing wastewater 


treatment) planned for this facility within the next three years? 


{ ] Yes, describe: 
[x] No 


3. Treatment devices or processes used or proposed for treating wastewater 
or sludge (check as many as appropriate). 


Air flotation 

Centrifuge 

Chemical precipitation (Tank 6) 

Chlorination 

Cyclone 

Filtration (Tank 10) = 
Flow equalization 

Grease or oil separation, type: Gravity (Tank B) 
Grease trap . 

Grinding filter 

Grit removal | 

Ion exchange 

Neutralization, pH correction (Tank 6) 
Ozonation 

Reverse osmosis 

Screen 

Sedimentation (Tank 7, 8, & 9) 

Septic tank 

Solvent separation 

Spill protection 

Sump 

Blological treatment, type: 

Rainwater diversion or storage 

Other chemical treatment, type:Chrome Reduction (Tank 5) 
Other physical treatment, type: 

Other, type: 
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4. Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


Tank 6 is a Fiberglass tank. The maximum capacity is 734 gallons. The 


design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 1382620 gallons per year. 


5. Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 

See Attachment 5 

6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 

construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 


include estimated completion dates. 


1] <a ane eee OES PROM Na are SCE REPEC ae PPE 


7. Do you have a treatment operator? [X] Yes [ ] No 


(if Yes,) Name: Dale Bland 


Title: Maintenance A 
Phone: 314-346-5693 


Full time: /:00 a.m. to (specify hours) 
3:30 a 
Part time: : (specify hours) 
8, Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? af 


X] Yes [ ] No 


9: Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
IX] Yes [ ] No 


9/15/89 
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4, Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


Tank 10 is a Carbon Steel Tank. The maximum capacity is 22 gallons. 


The design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 1382620 gallons/year. 
(See Attachment 1, Tank 10) 


oe Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 
See Attachment 5 

6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


ON ee 


oOo 


7. Do you have a treatment operator? (X]) Yes [] kh 


(if Yes,) Name: Dale Bland 
Title: _ Maintenance A 


Phone: 314-346-5693 


Full time: 7:00 a.m. to (specify hours) 
3:30 p.m. 
Part time: (specify hours) 
8. Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? 


{X] Yes [ ] No 


9. Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
[x] Yes [ ] No 
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4. Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and ger 4 peg setae of each treatment facility checked above, 


Tank B is a Polyethylene tank with a liner. The maximum capacity is 
612 gallons. The design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 


1382620 gallonsfyear. (See Attachment 1, Tank B) 


OF Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 

See Attachment 5 

6, Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


NONE 


75 Do you have a treatment operator? [|X] Yes [ ] ho 


(if Yes,) Name; _Dale Bland 
Title: Maintenance A 


Phone: 314-346-5693 


Full time: 7:00 a.m. to (specify hours) 
730 p.m. 
Part time: _.__ CSc hours) 


8. Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 


equipment? “i 
[X] Yes [ ] No 


2 Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
[X] Yes [ ] No 
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4, Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


Tank 5 is a Fiberglass tank. The maximum capacity is 734 gallons. The 
design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 1382620 gallons per year. — 


(See Attachment 1, Tank 5) 


5. Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 

See Attachment 5 

6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


NONE 


7. Do you have a treatment operator? [X} Yes [ ] No 


(if Yes,) Name: _Dale Bland 
Title: Maintenance A 


Phone: _314-346-5693 


Full time: uo to (specify hours) 


Part time: _._ ss (Specify hours) 
8. Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? Bae 


(X} Yes [ ] No 


9. Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
(X] Yes [{ ] No 
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4. Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


tank 7 is a Fiberglass tank. The maximum capacity is 264 gallons. The — 
design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 1382620 gallons per year. 


( See Attachment 1 Tank 7) 


5. Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 

See Attachment 5 

6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


NONE 


iN 
2 


7. Do you have a treatment operator? |X] Yes [{ ] ho 


(if Yes,) Name: _Dale Bland 
Title: Maintenance A 


Phone: 314-346-5693 


Full time: 7:00.a.m. to (specify hours) 
3:30 p.m. 
Part time: __ Cs (specify hours) 
8. Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? 
[X] Yes [ ] No 
9, Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
[X] Yes [ ] No 
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4, Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
aoe and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


8 is a Carbon Stee 


The design capacit is 60 gpm. , with a flow rate of 1382620 gallons per 


year. (See Attachment 1, Tank 8} 


Py Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 

See Attachment 5 

6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


NONE 


7. Do you have a treatment operator? {K] Yes { } ho 


(if Yes,) Name: Dale Bland 
Title: Maintenance A 


Phone: 314-346-5693 


Full time: _/:00 a.m. to (specify hours) 
3:30 ai 
Part time: (specify hours) 
8. Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? 
{X} Yes [ ] No 
9. Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 


{X} Yes [{ ] No 
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4, Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


Tank 9 is a Fiberg ass tank. The maximum capacity is 1269 gallons. The 
design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 1382620 gallons per year. 
(See Attachment 1, Tank 9) | 


a. Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 

See Attachment 5 

6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


NONE 


7. Do you have a treatment operator? |X] Yes [ } No 


(if Yes,) Name: _Dale Bland 
Title: Maintenance A 


Phone: _314-346-5693 
Full time: _7:00 a.m. to (specify hours) 
3:30 p.m. 
Part time: (specify hours) 
8. Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? < 


[X} Yes [ ] No 


9. Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
[X} Yes [ ] No 


9/15/89 E-17 


APPENDIX E SAMPLE PERMIT APPLICATION FORM 
Page 18 of 24 


SECTION H - FACILITY OPERATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS 


1. Shift Information 
Work Days [x] { x] [x] ( x] (X ] [ ] ( ] 
Mon. Tues. Wed. Thur. Fri. Sat. Sun. 
Shifts 
per work 
Ist 130 130 130 130 130 
Empl's 
shift: 
3rd 0° - 0 0 0 0 
7:30 to 7:30 to 7:30 to 7:30 to 7:30 to 
Shift lst 3:30 3:30 3:30 3:30 3:30 
start 3:30 to 3:30 to 3:30 to 3:30 to 3:30 ta 
and 2nd 12:00 12:00 12:00 12:00 12:00 
and oo. of : a 
times: 3rd 
2. Indicate whether the business activity is: 
{x J Continuous through the year, or 


( ] Seasonal - Circle the months of the year during which the business 
activity occurs: 


“J F M A M J J A s 4) N D 
COMMENTS : 
3. Indicate whether the facility discharge is: 


{x} Continuous through the year, or 
( ] Seasonal - Circle the months of the year during which the business 


activity occurs: 


J 'F M A M J J A Ss .@) N D 


COMMENTS: ———_$ Te eO=S 0m 
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4. Does operation shut down for vacation, maintenance, or other reasons? 


{ ] Yes, indicate reasons and period when shutdown occurs: 


[X] No 


5, List types and amounts (mass or volume per day) of raw materials used or 


6. List types and quantity of chemicals used or planned for use (attach 
list if needed). Include copies of Manufacturer's Safety Data Sheets 
(if available) for all chemicals identified: 


Chemical Quantity 


cabs Chanbeal wiskceonebacl ? 


q 
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Vis Building Layout - Draw to scale the location of each building on the 
premises. Show map orientation and location of all water meters, storm 


drains, numbered unit processes (from schematic flow diagram), public 
sewers, and each facility sewer line connected to the public sewers. 


Number each sewer and show existing and proposed sampling locations. 
This drawing must be certified by a State Registered Professional 


Engineer. 


A blueprint or drawing of the facilities showing the above items may be 
attached in lieu of submitting a drawing on this sheet. : 


See Attachment 3 


9/15/89 


ARPEND LX Bie stn fe 5 5 ee ee, PERMIT APPLICATION FORM 


Page 21 of 24 


SECTION I - SPILL PREVENTION 


1. 


Do you have chemical storage containers, bins, or ponds at your 
facility? [yx] Yes [ ] No 


If yes, please give a description of their location, contents, size, 
type, and frequency and method of cleaning. Also indicate in a diagram 
or comment on the proximity of these containers to a sewer or storm 
drain. Indicate if buried metal containers have cathodic protection. 
See Attachment 6 
Do you have floor drains in your manufacturing or chemical storage 
area(s)? ( ] Yes [ ] No If yes; Where do they discharge to? 

Waste Water Treatment System 
If you have chemical storage containers, bins, or ponds in manufacturing 
area, could an accidental spill lead to a discharge to: (check all that 


apply). 


= 
=a 


an onsite disposal system 

public sanitary sewer system (e.g. through a floor drain) 

storm drain 

to ground 

other, specify: 

not applicable, no possible discharge to any of the above routes 


( 
( 
( 
[X 
[ 
[ 


Do you have an accidental spill prevention plan (ASPP) to prevent spills 
of chemicals or slug discharges from entering the Control Authority's 


collection systems? 


] Yes - [Please enclose a copy with the application] See Attachment 4 
] No 

] N/A, Not applicable since there are no floor drains and/or the 
facility discharge(s) only domestic wastes. 


Please describe below any previous spill events and remedial measures 
taken to prevent their reoccurrence, 
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SECTION K - AUTHORIZED SIGNATURES 


Compliance certification: 


Li Are all applicable Federal, State, or local pretreatment standards and 
requirements being met on a consistent basis? 


Yes [X] No [ ] Not yet discharging [ ] 


a, What additional operations and maintenance procedures are being 
considered to bring the facility into compliance? Also, list 
additional treatment technology or practice being considered in order 
to bring the facility into compliance, 


b. Provide a schedule for bringing the facility into compliance. 
Specify major events planned along with reasonable completion dates. 
Note that if the Control Authority issues a permit to the applicant, 
it may establish a schedule for compliance different from the one 
submitted by the facility. 


esto 
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Authorized Representative Statement: 


I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments 
were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system 
designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the 
information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who 
manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the 
information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and 
belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 


penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine 


and imprisonment for knowing violations. 


Gaylord S. Olson Plant Manager 
Name(s) es F Title 


en Yell 314-346-5693 


Date Phone 


E-24 
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TANK #1 TANK # TANK # TANK #10 


ACID 
ACCUMULATION 


EMERGENCY 
HOLDING TANK 


FLOCCULATION SLUDGE 


. Y 
DEWATERING EFFLUE} 


TO POTT 


TANK #2 TANK #5 


TANK # 


TANK #11 


RINSE WATER 
ACCUMULATION 


CHROME 
TREATMENT 


CLARIFIER 


SLUDGE 
DRYER 


eee eee es eames 


TANK #3 TANK #6 TANK #9 ACCUMULATION 


IN CONTAINERS 


ALKALINE 
ACCUMULATION 


CHEMICAL 
PRECIPITATION 


SLUDGE 
THICKENER 


jessblaoaeey, 


> 
+ 
RE OF Midas, 
ras garter, Ay, ay 
AY 4? *, ane 
Wana ra rd on he “- % 
RETURN CLEAR a) Z 


Ss ‘ ‘ * 
me FAMESG 
> iACKSON 
BeAMGEr, - 


SOLUTION TO 
TANK #A TANK #B PROCESS 
ULTRA- SETTLING 
FILTRATION 

TO NEUTRALIZATION 
TANK #6 


POTW - PUBLIC OWNED 
TREATMENT WORK 

NHW - NON HAZARDOUS WAST 

HW - HAZARDOUS WASTE 


TANK #13 


TANK #14 OUTSIDE 


RECLAIM 


OIL SKIMMING 


HOLDING TANK 
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TTY94 _MAINTENANCE STORES CODE NUMBER REPORT 09/28/95 
FOR CHEMICALS USED IN 1994 16:52.09 

CODE PART ISSUE 
NUMBER DESCRIPTION NUMBER QUANTITY UOM 
700005 PROPANE 48,422 GAL 
700010 FREON BULK R-22 3,666 LB 
700050 FREON 30LB BOTTLE R-500 12 LB 
700111 1 1 1-TRICHLOROETHANE 49,750 LB 
700112 1 1 1-TRICHLOROETHANE 288 LB 
700510 THINNER ACETONE 6 GAL 
700515 THINNER PAINT XYLENE 4 DRM 
700607 OIL HI VIS ADDITIVE 55GAL A-1453 23 GAL 
700608 OIL MOTOR MM 10W 3 EA 
700705 SODIUM SULFIDE FLAKE 400# TECH. NICK. 830 LB 
701005 CLEANER ALKALINE RIDOLINE 27° 325 LB 
701055 ACID MURIATIC 20 BE HCL 1 DRM 
701060 ACID SULFURIC LIQUID 66BE H2S04 REGULAR 8,991 LB 
701075 ACID CITRIC 500 LB 
701086 PAINT BLACK (345 TOTE ) 5372 17,645 GAL 
701088 PAINT BLK, WATER/RED, S/G 5441 ENAMEL -~110 GAL 
701095 ACID MURIATIC INHIB. 5GAL CL-631 4 GAL 
101100 SOLVENT ISOPARAFFINIC SOLTROL 170 648 GAL 
701105 OIL MAGNUS 150 (5GAL) ISO VG32 23 DRM 
°91110 CLEANER ALKALINE 475 LBS RIDOLINE 53 8,550 LB 
/1120 ACID NITRIC (55GAL) H2N03 12 DRM 
101124 FLOCULANT 465LB PR DRUM 9137A 275 LB 
101145 SODIUM HYDROXIDE LIQUID NAOH RAYON 10,004 LB 
01160 FLUX TORCH BRAZING 5GAL #33 17 DRM 
01165 ACID CLEANER COPPER CU-BRITE 1143 4 DRM 
01193 FREON 100LB DRUM 42F1830/R11 100 LBS 
(01256 FLUX GAS (5 GAL) TYPE W 33 DRM 
01288 OIL 300 VIS FIN STAMPING T1288 152 GAL 
01730 OIL MAGNUS MAG 465 55GAL ISO VG 100 55 GAL 
01750 OIL HYDRAULIC (MAG 315) ISO 68 1,617 GAL 
01826 TREATMENT H20 CLARIFYING 50232 525 LBS 
01836 OIL MAGNUS HYD A-ISO0-46 225 GAL 
01837 FLUID H/D SYN. PUNCHING LM58080 2 GAL 
01930 OIL MOTOR AP 1 SC SAE-30 418 QT 
01980 OIL GEAR 90WT 55 GAL 
02010 OIL GEAR PHILUBE (5GAL) SMP SAE 85W-140 2 DRM 
02050 OIL RECLAIMED PROCESS 330 GAL 
02051 OIL RECLAIMED FIN T-1287 2,442 GAL 
02090 OIL WAYTAC 220 220 70 GAL 
02091 OIL MOTOR TYPE MM SAE 40 15 QT 
02095 OIL MOTOR TYPE MM SAE 30 4 EA 
02100 OIL MOTOR 20W-20 2 QT 
02505 AUTO TRANSMISSION FLUID ATF 13 GA 
02525 OIL WAYTAC 68 VACTRA #2 55 GAL 
03120 SODIUM BISULFITE 920 LB 
)3185 OIL (54 GAL DRUM) CINDOL 3102 864 GAL 
03190 OIL VANISHING CINDOL 3411 62 GAL 
04351 INHIBITER CORROSION (C.T. CW4351 530 LB 
05535 SOLVENT FLORINATED GENESOLV 5535 4,432 LB 
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CCITY94 MAINTENANCE STORES CODE NUMBER REPORT 09/28/95 
FOR CHEMICALS USED IN 1994 11:05.35 

CODE PART ISSUE 

NUMBER DESCRIPTION NUMBER QUANTITY UOM 

700005 PROPANE 131,770 GAL 

700010 FREON BULK R-22 27,086 LB 

700111 1,1,1-TRICHLOROETHANE 49,840 LB 

700113 METHYLENE CHLORIDE 1021712/1040003 30,367 LB 

701090 OIL FIN STAMPING T-1094 1,391 GAL 


702020 OIL FIN T1287 2,769 GAL 


Es ae 
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Memorandum 
July 18, 1996 
TO: Elmer Meyer 
Brenda Colter 
Tom Emry 
FROM: Tim Basler 
RE: Pre-treatment Meeting with Richard Kuntz (DNR) 
As previously discussed, | contacted Richard Kuntz and arranged a meeting with him 


regarding the City's pre-treatment program. Please mark your calendar. The meeting will 
be at 10:00 am, Wednesday, July 24. 


as 
MEETING REGARDING PRETREATMENT REQUIREMENTS A 
JULY 24, 1996 ac 


A 
Present: 
Richard Kuntz, DNR Tom Emry, Sewer Plant Operator 
City Administrator Elmer Meyer Don Manns, Modine Heat Transfer 
City Clerk Brenda Colter Bob King, Modine Heat Transfer 


Time Basler, ED/Planning Spec. 


Mr. Kuntz opened the meeting by stating that the same amount 
of compliance reports are required if a city that has one 
industry or 100 industries, 


With the frequency of changes of City Administrators in Camdenton 
it has been hard to find all the required reports when Mr. 
Kuntz has conducted his annual audit. 


For Modine to meet Federal standards a minimum of two sampling 
must be taken each year. There are requirements of eight (8) 
metals and total toxic organics. City should review. 


The City needs to check for required pollutants one time per 
year and conduct a walk thru once per year. 


Emry asked who is responsible for testing for toxic organics. 
Kuntz stated both Modine and the City. 


If the City accepts a plan with a certified statement filed 

by Modine that they have tested for toxic organics, then there 
does not need to be a test for toxic organics by both the City 
and Modine. It was determined that the cost for a full scan 

is approximately $1,000 so it would be prudent if only the City 
or Modine perform the test, if this is possible. 


Must do: Eight (8) required heavy metals testings must be 
conducted even though not all are present. *Both industry and 
City. 


Regarding the updating of the pretreatment ordinance, Kuntz 
advised he will take Camdenton's present Ordinance back with 
him to his office and pinpoint what needs to be updated so the 
entire Ordinance doesn't have to be rewritten. 


Regarding the composite sampling. Emry advised this sample 
is taken from Modine's conposite sample. Kuntz advised this 


is okay. 


Kuntz advised the cyanide and grab samples must be conducted 
at least once per year. There is nothing to say that it can't 
be done more. Emry advised because of expense it is prudent 
to do only once if that is the minimum requirement. 


Meeting with Richard Kuntz, DNR 
July 24, 1996 
Page 2 


Consider adopting TTO Management Plan€. What would be needed 
is a paragraph from Modine stating Modine doesn't have TTO's,. 
City must be willing to accept the statement. In semi-annual 
report there should be a sentence that states City accepts 
Modine's statement. 


It was determined from the audit report that the City should 
review the permit issued to Modine and amend to conform to DNR's 
requirements for content. 


Modine's represenatives stated that pretreatment reports come 
directly to the City of Camdenton from the Modine corporate 


office 


Regarding the local limits - enact specific limitations from 
permit issued to City -- what can the City plant handle. Local 
limits are required as part of reapplication to DNR. 


Kuntz advised influent needs to be sampled for the ten (10) 
pollutants in the manual one time in the life of the permit 
(Three year permit period currently). This is found in the 
"Guidance Manual Discharge Limitations for Pretreatment" booklet. 


Kuntz advised he will work with Emry so he can get a clear 
understanding of what needs to done. 


It was determined that Emry will do testing, Colter will keep 
the records. 


Kuntz advised that documentation is the biggest problem. 
Paperwork on what has been done, visits, etc. 


Kuntz suggested Modine sample early in the month in case the 
lab reports are not in by the end of the time and the sample 
is in violation, there is no time to resample. Then Modine 
is in violation. 


Modine will outline what they can eliminate to sample for and 
what they use as far as metals. 


**kAt this time the Modine representatives and Basler left the 
meeting. 


Regarding the annual inspection, Kuntz advised a walk thru of 
the plant should be done, not just the pretreatment inspection. 
This way Emry can check if there has been any changes or 
potentials for spills into City system. 


City should make sure they document what you do. Kuntz referred 
to Page 14, #72 for the minimums he will look at during his 


inspection. 


Meeting with Richard Kuntz, DNR 
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Kuntz offered to review the check list with the City and 
eliminate what the City doesn't have to deal with. 


City should have in their files a report from the EPA (it is 
about two months old). The report was addressed to Richard 
Phillips 


Ordinance 1305-90 was provided to Kuntz. 


Regarding the permit requirements, the permit must say what 
must be done. (Blue manual has example of a permit). 


When asked what he will look for when he comes for the annual 
audit, Kuntz stated: 


1. Updated Pretreatment Ordinance. 

2. Permit with required information 

3. Once yearly inspection 
4. Documentation on the walk thru, also a yearly requirement 
5. Reports from Modine 

6 Any correspondence relating to Pretreatment. (Example, 

If there is additional sampling beyond the two times per year, 
a report to the City must be in the file. This is done during 
the walk thru when Emry should ask for any test results.) 

7. Complete the check list. 


Kuntz added if the City has all these listed items, he'll also 
have other things he'll check for--therefore documenting is 


the key. 


Minutes by Brenda Colter 


City of Camdenton 


112 Court Circle * P.O. Box 1048 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 
573-346-3600 * Fax 573-346-2926 


PRETREATMENT REGULATIONS 


As approved by 
ORDINANCE NO. 1648-97 


FEBRUARY 18, 1997 


Incorporated May 29, 1931 


SECTION 1 - GENERAL PROVISIONS 
1.1. Purpose and Policy 


1.2 Administration 


1.3 Abbreviations 


1.4 Definitions 


SECTION2 - GENERAL SEWER USE REQUIREMENTS 
2.1 Prohibited Discharge Standards 


2.2 National Categorical Pretreatment Standards 


2.3 State Pretreatment Standards 


2.4 Local Limits 


2.5 Camdenton's Right of Revision 


2.6 Dilution 


SECTION 3 - PRETREATMENT OF WASTEWATER 


3.1 Pretreatment Facilities 


3.2 Additional Pretreatment Measures 


3.3 Accidental Discharge/Slug Control Plans 


3.4 Hauled Wastewater 


SECTION 4 - WASTEWATER DISCHARGE PERMIT APPLICATION 


4.1 Wastewater Analysis 


4.2 Wastewater Discharge Permit Requirement 


6.5 Reports of Changed Conditions 


6.6 Reports of Potential Problems 


6.7 Reports from Unpermitted Users 


6.8 Notice of Violation/Repeat Sampling and Reporting 


6.9 Notification of the Discharge of Hazardous Waste 


6.10 Analytical Requirements 


6.11 Sample Collection 


6.12 Timing 


6.13 Record Keeping 


SECTION 7 - COMPLIANCE MONITORING 
7.1 Right of Entry: Inspection and Sampling 


7.2 Search Warrants 


ELECTION 8 - CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 


SECTION 9 - PUBLICATION OF USERS IN SIGNIFICANT NONCOMPLIANCE 


SECTION 10 - ADMINISTRATIVE ENFORCEMENT REMEDIES 
10.1 Notification of Violation 


10.2. Consent Orders 


10.3 Show Cause Hearing 


10.4 COMPLIANCE ORDERS 


15.2 Severability 


SECTION 16 - EFFECTIVE DATE 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE: September 23, 1997 

TO: File 

FROM: City Clerk Brenda Colter 

SUBJECT: Audit of Pretreatment Compliance 

This date Sewer Treatment Plant Supervisor Tom Emry and | met with Paul T. Marshall, 
EPA, regarding Camdenton’s compliance with the pretreatment regulations. Modine 


Manufacturing is the only pretreatment permit holder in Camdenton. 


The following are comments and observations made by Mr. Marshall. A full report from 
Mr. Marshall will follows: 


1. Technically based local limits need to be established. The analysis may indicate that 
numbers may not have to be established but the analysis still needs to be done. 


Mr. Marshall will list all pollutants in his report and provide to Emry for the effluent. 
Testing—3-4 in short order and take average. 


An analysis needs to be done once every 5 years or when another plant comes in or 
there is a significant change in the present plant. (There is a program available that can 
be used on Excel and Mr. Marshall will provide the report for our use.) 


2. Semi-annual self monitoring reports could not be located (1996 report) Only one for 
1996 in the file. 


3. Filing - Marshall will make recommendations. Suggested categories: 


Permit General Correspondence 
Sampling Ordinance 
Inspection Forms 


4. Reports - From Modine 2 x per year. Marshall will clarify what is not complete in the 
Modine reports. 


Modine is not sampling for TTO (2 x a year) and this is not acceptable unless Modine 
files a Solvent Management Plan. This will release them from the TTO sampling 
requirement. It is the City’s decision whether to waive the requirement. 


Contact persons for help us verify compliance with reports: 


Paul T. Marshall, EPA 
Rick Kunz, DNR 


City needs to tighten the TTO regulations. 


5. City needs to use the checklist provided (Emry has the copy) 
6. Local limits and TTO mainly was not addressed. 
7. Permit deficiencies: 
The PH has the following discrepancies: 
(f) 6-10 one place 
13.(f) 5-11 stated in another 
Ordinance stated 5-9 
*Amend Ordinance to state 5-10 for PH level but check with our attorney first. 
Part 2: 
A. List of pollutants 
Mercury can be deleted unless there is some reason City wants to see Mercury levels. 
This list can be longer than Part 1, B list. 


Frequency should be once per month or once per week. 


In Marshall’s report he will provide recommendations for grab frequency (Some 
discussion that the PH may be a continuous grab, flow daily. 


Part 3 - Report. 
A. Permit says they will send reports monthly, change to once every 6 months. 


Report sent 30 days following the period ending 6/30 and 12/31 containing data for 
those six months periods. 


Sampling should evolve around calendar year instead of just 2 x per year at random. 
Hand carry to Modine and show them what they have to do. 
No more bi-annual with 5 months of data. 


9. Change attention to: From Elmer Meyer if needed to pertinent person. The person 
can be different than the person listed in the Ordinance 


10. Annual publication - change requirements. Th permit is more restrictive 


Industrial user in Significant Non-compliance will be published in the largest newspaper 
in accordance with Section 9 of the ordinance. 


11. TTO’s - Modine is in significant non-compliance for reporting type for not sampling 
TTO’s. 


When Modine is approached point out 


1. They did not certify their reports as being accurate. (See Page 9 of Standard 


Conditions.) 
2. The City decides whether they want Modine to sample for TTO’s. If so, make 
Modine fully aware they have to sample and haven’t done so. 


Develop management Plan, then it is okay and certify in Plan they have 
complied. 


In Permit: 
Part 2 - Monitoring Regulations - Item C (New - wording will be provided by Marshall) 


12. Modine will need to: 
1. Develop a Solvent Management Plan 
2. Send reports the City requires each 6 months to correspond to calendar year 
3. Certify statement for data and TTO’s. Put in significant non-compliance for 
reporting violations. 


13. Sampling for too may pollutants. (Emry knows what to do here) 


14. Must reply to violations in sampling reports. Contact Modine and tell them of 
violations. 


in conclusion: 
The City has made changes to set up a structure but needs to be fine tuned. TTO’s and 


reporting by permit. 


(Note to file: These are the notes from the meeting with Mr. Marshall. Mr. Marshall 
indicated he will send a detailed report setting out what changes the City needs to make 
and what he has found in deficiencies.) 


City of Camdenton 


112 Court Circle » P.O. Box 1048 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 
573-346-3600 « Fax 573-346-2926 


June 16, 1999 


Mr. Richard D. Kuntz, P E 

Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
Environmental Engineers 

Water Pollution Control Program 

P O Box 176 

Jefferson City, Mo. 65102-0176 


Dear Mr, Kuntz: 


Attached you will find a letter dated June 11, 1999, from Mr. Paul T, Marshall, P.E., Pretreatment 
Coordinator for the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Based on the release granted 
by EPA from the requirements to maintain an approved Pretreatment Program, we are by this letter 
requesting consideration from the Missouri Department of Natural Resources to place the City of 
Camdenton’s Pretreatment Program on an inactive basis. 


we 


We are also attaching a copy of the Annual Operating and Pretreatment Permit due for renewal by July 28, 
1999. As you discussed with City Clerk Brenda Colter on this date, please review the Permit with Fee 
Specialist Candy Schuster for amendment to eliminate the fees that are associated with maintaining an 


active Pretreatment Program. 


Thank you for your consideration in this matter. If you need additional information, please do not hesitate 
to contact me. 


Sincerely, 
Kefry Shatnpn 
Mayor 
KS/be 
Encl. 2 . G 
ee 
ce: City Administrator Elmer Meyer ss 
Sewer Treatment Plant Supervisor Tom Emry 2 ‘ 
City Clerk Brenda Colter 7 wee % 
Modine Manufacturing Company ho ca oig @ 


File hg. * 2 hey a a 
a ao Se 
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=e. < ad | oe _— 
: a 


Incorporated May 29, 1931 pol ee 


UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 


REGION VII 
726 MINNESOTA AVENUE 
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101 


June 11, 1999 


Ms. Brenda Coulter 

City of Camdenton 

112 Court Circle 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 


Dear Ms. Coulter: 


I have used the data submitted by Tom Emry of the City to determine if the city has a 
significant metals pollutant load now that Modine has terminated its Categorically regulated 
process. Of the testing done by the city, only copper and zinc were found at levels above the 
method detection limit used for analysis. Therefore, the other pollutants should be present at 
levels that are insignificant. I confirmed this by evaluating the level of the metals found in the 
treatment plant sludge and found them to be very low. 


I performed a treatment plant headworks analysis for both copper and zinc and found that 
the plant is loaded at 23% and 19%, respectively (see enclosure). This is not a level that would 
require a local limit for either pollutant. Consequently, the City is free to request that MDNR no 
longer require it to maintain an approved Pretreatment Program in the absence of a Categorical 


industry. 


If you have any questions please call me at 913-551-7419. 


Since ely, L, 
Lf Ss i 
7 ytehl 


Paul T. Marshall, P.E. 
Pretreatment Coordinator 


Enclosure 


ec. Rick Kuntz 


RECYCLES 


PAPER CONTAHS RECYCLED FREAS 


Camdenton, Missouri 06/11/99 
COPPER [Non SIU Flow, MGD: 0.661771| SLDG To Disp, MGD: 


TTL Flow, MGD: 0.669249| SLDG Disp %Solids: 2.2 
7Q10, MGD: 1] SITE Use, Yrs: 10 


source 


Domestic Backgrnd: 0.048667 


Instream Backgrnd: 0 Flow To Digsr: MGD: 0.00857 | SITE Size, Acres: 
Plant Removal Eff.: 86% literature V 

Primary Rmvi Eff.: 22% literature UNIFORM CONCENTRATION, mg/l 
Was: 0.012 Goldbook Water Quality 14.82646 Limiting 
Ratio: Dslvd/Tot: 1 Digstn Inhib: 48.99685 

Inhibition 2nd Trtmt: 1 literature SLDG Disps!: 32.46775 

SLDG Digstn {nhib.: 40 literature Secndry Inhib.: 110.4313 


NPDES #: NA 
ALLOWABLE lbs/day, TOTAL from ALL SiUs 


NPDES Limit, mg/I: NA 
SLUDGE DISPOSAL 


Lbs/Acre/Life, limit: 1338 Regulation Water Quality 0.924675 Limiting 
Disp Limit, mg/kg: 79866.3 calculated Digstn Inhib: 3.055763 
SLDG Qual mg/kg: 4300 Regulation SLDG Disps!: 2.0249 
Secndry Inhib.: 6.887217 
Grwth/Safety factor: 0% NPDES #: NA 
Current Loading as a % of Limi 23% 
Camdenton, Missouri 06/11/99 
ZINC Non SIU Flow, MGD: ‘0.661771 SLDG To Disp, MGD: 


TTL Flow, MGD: 0.669249| SLDG Disp %Solids: 
7Q10, MGD: 1| SITE Use, Yrs: 10 


source 


Domestic Backgrnd: 0.148333 


instream Backgrnd: 0 Flow To Digsr: MGD: 0.00857 | SITE Size, Acres: 
Plant Removal Eff.: 79% literature 

Primary Rmvl Eff.: 27% literature 

WQS: 0.11 Goldbook Water Quality 103.7986 

Ratio: Dsivd/Tot: 1 Digstn Inhib: 567.1407 

Inhibition 2nd Trtmt: 1 literature SLDG Dispsl: 56.69821 Limiting 
SLDG Digsin Inhib.: 400 literature Secndry Inhib.: 109.47 


NPDES # NA 
ALLOWABLE Ibs/day, TOTAL from ALL SIlUs 


NPDES Limit, mg/: NA 
SLUDGE DISPOSAL 


Lbs/Acre/Life, limit: 2498 Regulation Water Quality 6.473557 
Disp Limit, mg/kg: 149107.6 calculated Digstn Inhib: 35.37059 
SLDG Qual mg/kg: 7500 Regulation SLDG Dispsl: 3.53607 Limiting 
Secndry Inhib.: 6.827264 
Grwth/Safety factor: 0% NPDES #: NA 


Current Loading as a % of Limi 19% 


TO: 


MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM — 


May 24, 1999 
ANNUAL OPERATING AND PRETREATMENT PERMIT 


INVOICE 
CAMDENTON 
PO BOX 1048 


CAMDENTON , MO 65020 - 


Dear Permittee: 


Our records show that you are the owner or operating authority for the state 
operating permit MO-0106399 for CAMDENTON OXIDATION DITCH. , 


The Missouri Clean Water Law, Section 644.052, effective October 1, 1990 = 
requires paying an annual operating fee for discharges from water 

contaminant sources. The fee for permit number MO-0106399 is calculated to be 
$638.10. In addition to the fees required to operate a wastewater treatment 
device, a city, or publicly owned treatment works, or privately owned treatment 
works, or a sewer district which operates an approved pretreatment program shall 
annually collect and pay a pretreatment fee. The annual pretreatment program fee 
for CAMDENTON OXIDATION DITCH is calculated to be $3,000.00. 


These fees are due on the anniversary date of your permit, JULY 28. The fees - 
cannot be prorated, and are due in full on the due date. Please make your 
payment payable to the "State of Missouri". To ensure the proper credit 

to your account, return the attached remittance form with your payment. 
Payment should be made within 30 days to avoid paying penalty charges. 


If the fees are not paid within the required 30 days, they shall be subject 
to a penalty of the amount of interest accrued on the unpaid fees. That rate 
is two percent for each month that the fee is delinquent. 


The total fee for permit number M0-0106399 , including pretreatment costs, 
is calculated to be $3,638.10 . This is the amount that is due. 


If you have any questions about this fee, please contact me at 573-751-2386. 


Sincerely, 


MATER eA ec PROGRAM 


( 
Candy Schuster 
Fee Specialist 


Enclosure 


cc: JCR 


WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM ANNUAL OPERATING AND PRETREATMENT FEE 


(This Form Must Be Returned With Your Payment) 


Date: May 24, 1999 


Permit No.: MO-0106399 County: CAMDEN Fee Date: 890728 
Facility Name: CAMDENTON OXIDATION DITCH : 


TOTAL FEE DUE = $3,638.10 
(56801-1135-10) 


Billing Name : CAMDENTON 
Address 1 : PO BOX 1048 
Address 2 


City, State, Zip: CAMDENTON , MO , 65020 - 


"State of Missouri" and mail to: 


Please make your payment payable to the 
MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
DIVISION OF MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
RECEIPTS AND REPORTING 
P.O. BOX 477 
JEFFERSON CITY, MISSOURI 65102 


(If address shown is incorrect, please correct and return.) 


FOR AGENCY USE ONLY 


Permit No.: M0O-0106399 County: CAMDEN Fee Date: 890728 
Facility Name: CAMDENTON OXIDATION DITCH 


It 


Fee amount (56801-1135-10) $3,638.10 


Penalty Charge (56801-1645) 


Total Fee Due $3,638.10 
Date Received 


Received By 


MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM 


WASTEWATER FEE CALCULATION SHEET 


Permit No.: M0O-0106399 County: CAMDEN Fee Date: 890728 
Facility Name : CAMDENTON OXIDATION DITCH 

Billing Name : CAMDENTON 

Address 1 : PO BOX 1048 

Address 2 


City, State, Zip: CAMDENTON , MO , 65020 - 


Design Flow: 0.64 


Discharge Domestic Fees * 
A. under 5,000 gpd $ 15 
5,000 gpd to 249,999 gpd $ 50 
250,000 to 499,999 gpd $ 500 
500,000 to 749,999 gpd $ 1,000 
750,000 to 999,999 gpd $ 1,500 
1 mgd to under 5 mgd § 2,500 
5 mgd or more $ 3,000 
Item A Fee $1,000.00 


PE = 6381 
B.* multiply $0.015 


times design PE = $95.72 
c.* multiply $0.10 

times design PE = $638.10 
D. Facility Fee = $638.10 * 


E. PRETREATMENT FEE 
total flows under 5 mgd $ 3,000 
total flows 5 mgd or more $§ 6,000 


* Municipal and publicly-owned sewer districts total charge shall be item A’ 
amount, unless it is less than the amount in item B or more than the amount in 
Item C. If less than item B, item B charges apply; if greater than item C, 
item C charges will apply. The minimum fee, by regulation, is § 15.00. 


TOTAL FEES (including pretreatment) = $3,638.10 
This calculation sheet is provided to you for your review and planning purposes. 


Fees to operate wastewater treatment facilities were authorized in 1990, under 
section 644.052, RSMo. If you have any questions please contact me. 


6 05/24/99 
Candy Schuster Date 
Fee Specialist 
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DATE: March 30, 1999 


PREPARED BY: Valerie H. Wilder 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
SITE: Former Hulett Lagoon 
Camden County 
C.A. NUMBER: V997381-98-0 
EPA ID. NUMBER: N/A 


1.0 INTRODUCTION 


Under the authority of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and 
Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA) and the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act 
of 1986 (SARA), the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (DNR), through a 
cooperative agreement with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), conducted 
a combined Preliminary Assessment/Site Inspection (PA/SI) at the Former Hulett Lagoon 
site in Camden County, Missouri. The purpose of this investigation was to collect sufficient 
information concerning conditions at the site to assess the threat posed to human health 
and the environment, to determine the need for additional investigation under 
CERCLA/SARA or other authority, and if appropriate, support ranking the site using the 
Hazard Ranking System (HRS) for proposal to the National Priorities List (NPL). The 
scope of the investigation included review of previous file information, sampling of waste 
and environmental media to evaluate and document HRS factors, and collecting additional 
non-sampling information. Investigations included site visits on December 1, 16, 1998 and 
site sampling on January 6-7, 21,1999. The PA/SI was initiated on October 27, 1998. 


2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION 
2.1 Location 


The Former Hulett Lagoon site is the location of a closed wastewater lagoon. The lagoon 
is located in the City of Camdenton, 500 feet northeast of the intersection of Dawson Road 
and Sunset Drive (Reference 3). Geographic coordinates for the site are 38°00'41.1" north 
latitude and 92°45'17.0" west longitude, as measured using the Garmin 12LX Global 
Positioning System (Reference 4). The lagoon is in the Southwest Quarter (SW 1/4) of the 
Southwest Quarter (SW 1/4) of the Southwest Quarter (SW 1/4) of Section 24, Township 
38 North, Range 17 West in Camden County. Figure 1 is a site location map (Reference 
(Reference 3). 


Former Hulett Lagoon 
Combined PA/SI 
March 30, 1999 


The site can be accessed from the intersection of U.S. Highway 54 and State Route 5 in 
Camdenton by taking State Route 5 northwest for 0.3 of a mile to East Mulberry; take a left 
onto East Mulberry and the first right onto West Mulberry. When the paved portion of West 
Mulberry curves to the left, continue straight onto a gravel driveway that leads behind the 
Ron Hulett Chev-Olds-Buick Jeep/Eagle Automobile Dealership. Stay to the left on a 
gravel road that leads down to the lagoon. This road is not regularly maintained; there are 
several severe ruts caused from washouts (Reference 5). 


The Camdenton area receives an average of 42.32 inches of precipitation annually, and 
an average of 19 inches of snowfall annually (Reference 6, p. 2). The 2-year 24-hour 
rainfall estimated at 3.5 inches (Reference 7). The average daily temperature during the 
summer months is 77° F, and the average winter temperature is 35° F (Reference 6, p. 2). 
The average wind speed and direction is approximately 10 miles per hour from the south 
(Reference 8, p. 74). 


2.2 Site Description 


The former Hulett lagoon is a closed wastewater sewage lagoon operated by the City of 
Camdenton from 1961 to 1988. The lagoon was approximately one acre in size 
(Reference 9, p. 12). Photos 1 and 2 were taken in October 1974 when the lagoon was 
operating. Photo 1 shows the north side of the lagoon where an influent pipe from a city 
sewer line entered the lagoon. Photo 2 shows the south side of the lagoon where an 
influent pipe from an industrial facility entered the lagoon. The wooden catwalk, also 
shown in photo 2, extended into the lagoon and supported the outlet pipe, which ran under 
the catwalk, and could be raised and lowered with a crank handle (the red apparatus on 
the end of the catwalk railing). More detailed operating conditions are discussed in the 
next section. A dirt road ran along the berm and surrounded the lagoon, as shown in 
photos 1 and 2. 


In 1989, the lagoon was closed; the water was drained and the sludge was removed 
(Reference 9, p. 12). Photo 3 was taken during the dewatering process. The site is 
currently an open field area with grassy vegetation (Photos 4, 6-8). Remnants of the 
former berm and the road that surrounded the lagoon are still visible. The lagoon area is 
generally flat with surface runoff flowing to the northwest and entering an intermittent 
drainage that travels to the west. There is a monitoring well (MW), installed in July 1998, 
located just outside what would have been the southwest edge of the berm of the lagoon. 
This is known as MW-5 (Reference 5). 


The lagoon is located in a mixed residential/commercial area of Camdenton. It is bordered 
on the north by an apartment complex (Photo 8); on the west by a strip of woods about 500 
feet wide with Dawson Road on the other side; on the east by woods (Photo 7); and on the 
south by a strip of woods (Photo 6) and then residents. Access to the lagoon area is not 
restricted. There is no fencing or gates. The Ron Hulett car dealership personnel have 
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reported unauthorized dumping in the wooded area behind their facility that borders the 
road leading down to the lagoon (Reference 5). 


2.3 Operational History 


General Overview of Hulett Lagoon 
The City of Camdenton, Missouri has owned the former Hulett lagoon property since at 


least 1961 and retains ownership today. The lagoon was constructed in 1961 under the 
State of Missouri Grants Program. The lagoon was constructed of clay, and its berms werex 
approximately 25 feet wide and 15 feet high (Reference 9, p. 12). The lagoon was named 
and most commonly referred to as the Hulett Lagoon due to its proximity to the Ron Hulett 
automobile dealership that is located at 249 N. Highway 5 (Reference 5). The lagoon was 
also referred to as the Factory Lagoon and Camdenton Lagoon #3 (Reference 10). 


The Hulett lagoon was in operation from 1961 until its closure in late 1989. It was one of 
five municipal lagoons that serviced the City of Camdenton, however, it was the only 
lagoon that received industrial effluent in addition to domestic sewage. From 1967 through 
1986 a nearby manufacturing facility released untreated wastewater and storm water into 
the lagoon through a series of "mudpits", or sumps, via a storm sewer. In 1986, the facility 
installed a pretreatment wastewater system that replaced the mudpits and lagoon system 
(References 9, p. 12; 11, p. 1). 


The facility is located approximately 1,000 feet southeast of the lagoon at 179 Sunset 
Drive. Heat transfer components for commercial and automotive industries are 
manufactured at the facility. The untreated wastewater was known to have contained 
several hazardous waste streams including corrosive waste, wastewater treatment sludges 
from electroplating operations, and waste oil. In addition, residual contaminants 
associated with degreasing operations, including TCE, was discharged into the mud pits 
and ultimately into the Hulett lagoon (References 9, p. 12; 11, p. 1; 16, p. 8). 


Ownership History of Facility at 179 Sunset Drive 
The 179 Sunset Drive property was originally held by Dawson Metal Products, Inc., a 


Kansas Corporation ("Dawson-Kansas"), pursuant to a lease dated November 28, 1966 
between Dawson-Kansas and the Camdenton Industrial Development Corporation. The 
lease had a term of ten years, which is believed to have commenced July 1, 1967, with an 
option for Dawson-Kansas to purchase (Reference 12, p. 3). 


On June 12, 1972, Dawson Metal Products, Inc. was issued a Certificate of Incorporation 
in the State of Delaware (Reference 13). In 1972 Sundstrand Corporation incorporated 
Dawson Metal Products, Inc., a Delaware Corporation ("Dawson-Delaware"), as a wholly 
owned subsidiary of Sundstrand Corporation. On June 29, 1972, Dawson-Delaware 
acquired the business and assets of Dawson-Kansas. In connection with the acquisition 
Dawson-Delaware, by way of assignment, acquired a leasehold interest in the 179 Sunset 
Drive property (Reference 12, p. 3). On September 25, 1972, Dawson Metal Products, Inc. 
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(the Delaware Corporation) was authorized as a Foreign Corporation in the State of 
Missouri to carry on the business of sale and distribution of air conditioning equipment and 
related parts (Reference 14). 


On May 25, 1977 Dawson Metal Products, Inc. (the Delaware Corporation) changed its 
corporate name in the State of Missouri to Sundstrand Tubular Products, Inc. (Reference 
15). 


On August 24, 1990, Sundstrand agreed to sell the business and assets of Sundstrand 
Tubular Products, Inc. to Modine Heat Transfer, Inc., a wholly owned subsidiary of Modine 
Manufacturing Company, a Wisconsin based corporation that operates and conducts 
business in the state of Missouri. This transaction was closed on October 18, 1990 
(References 16, pp. 3, 4; 12, p. 3). 


On November 27, 1990, Sundstrand Tubular Products, Inc. changed its name to 
Sundstrand Camdenton, Inc (Reference 12, p. 3). On April 18, 1991, Sundstrand Tubular 
Products, Inc., a Foreign Corporation, was formally withdrawn from the State of Missouri 
(Reference 17). On March 15, 1994 Sundstrand Camdenton, Inc. was liquidated 
(Reference 12, p. 3). 


On April 1, 1997, Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. merged with Modine Manufacturing Company; 
thus, changing its name to Modine Manufacturing Company. Modine is the current 
owner/operator of the facility (Reference 16, pp. 3, 4). 


Operational History of 179 Sunset Drive Facility 
The facility at 179 Sunset Drive has always been used to manufacture air-conditioning coils 


and feeder parts from aluminum and copper tubing. According to Sundstrand personnel, 
the manufacturing process flowed as follows: 


e copper and aluminum tubing were fed from rolls to benders to form U shapes 
and then cut off; 


e parts were then immersed in alkaline cleaning lines to remove oil and chips; 
e parts were degreased to remove any remaining oil; 


e clean parts were assembled and small U shaped copper tubing and aluminum 
tubing ends were brazed to assembled cores using manual and automatic 
brazing systems; 

e the assembled heat transfer components were degreased and/or alkaline 
cleaned and then tightness tested using refrigerant; and 


e finally, the components were then painted if required by the customer and 
packaged for shipment (Reference 12, p. 4) 


The manufacturing process consisted of aluminum etching, and a small amount of 
chromium electroplating (Reference 11, p. 2). According to an Environmental Site 
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Assessment conducted in November 1991 for Modine Manufacturing Company, the facility 
generated TCE waste during degreasing operations from the early 1970's to December 
1990. In December 1990, they began using 1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA) for degreasing 
operations (Reference 18, p. 1). 


Four mudpits (sumps) were utilized by the facility from 1967 to 1986. The mudpits were 
connected by a six-inch steel line that delivered storm water (from 1979 to 1983, eliminated 
in 1983), boiler water and cleaning line waste to the Hulett lagoon. The mudpits were 
located adjacent to the manufacturing building on the west side. Each mudpit consisted 
of a 4' x 4' x 4' cement sump. Each sump received the previous sumps' wastes until 
discharged into the sewer. The southern most mudpit, #4, was an open pit that collected 
boiler water and storm water. Mudpit #3 collected aluminum cleaning line waste and storm 
water from mudpit #4. Mudpit #1 collected copper cleaning line waste in addition to 
aluminum cleaning line waste and storm water from the first two mudpits. Hulett lagoon 
potentially received hazardous waste from the facility's four mudpits and associated piping, 
identified by the following hazardous waste codes: F006 (wastewater treatment sludges 
from electroplating), D002 (corrosive waste) and D098 (waste oil). In addition, residual 
contaminants associated with degreasing operations, including TCE, did go through 
collection lines into the mud pits and ultimately into the Hulett lagoon (References 9, p. 13; 
16, p. 8). 


Operational History/Requlatory Compliance of Hulett Lagoon 


The Hulett Lagoon operated with a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) Permit (MO-0048577) issued under the Clean Water Act by the DNR's Water 
Pollution Control Program (WPCP) (Reference 10). The WPCP database shows the 
permit issued July 1985, although it is likely the permit was actually issued earlier. The 
permit was terminated February 29, 1988. 


DNR Inspection - September 7, 1978 
In September 1978, DNR personnel conducted an inspection of the operation and 


condition of the wastewater treatment facilities serving the City of Camdenton. The 
inspector noted that the Hulett Lagoon had a large problem with its industrial influent. The 
sewage from Sundstrand was entering the lagoon at the south end, which was the same 
end that the lagoon's discharge pipe was located. The retention time for the industrial 
waste was far too short a period to treat the waste. To correct the problem, it was 
recommended that the location of the influent pipe from Sundstrand be moved to the north 
end of the lagoon, or the sewage line be tied in to the other influent line already at the north 
end. The inspector also noted that the strength of the Sundstrand industrial sewage 
entering the Hulett Lagoon was apparently too great for the facility to handle. It was 
recommended to the city that they enforce their sewer use ordinance to prevent misuse 
of the sewers and sewage treatment facilities (Reference 19). 


Former Hulett Lagoon 
Combined PA/SI 
March 30, 1999 


DNR Geologic Investigation - September 12, 1978 
On September 12, 1978 DNR personnel from the Division of Geology and Land Survey 


(DGLS) conducted an investigation for an Engineering Geologic Report on the Collapse 
Potential of Camdenton Lagoons. The inspector noted that the problems at the Hulett 
lagoon appeared to be design related and not geologic. Like the previous inspectors, 
DGLS personnel noted the short circuiting problem. They observed effluent from the metal 
fabricating plant bubbling up approximately 40 feet from the discharge pipe. There was 
an area of thick floating effluent. An open channel existed directly from the inlet pipe to the 
discharge pipe. Discharge from the lagoon was dark green in color with thick white foam 
floating on the surface (similar to that in Photo 2) (Reference 20). 


Lagoon Sampling in 1984 
On May 22, 1984 the City of Camdenton collected samples of the Hulett lagoon water, 


Sundstrand's influent to the lagoon, housing influent to the lagoon, effluent from the 
lagoon, and water near Lake of the Ozarks. Results showed 41 parts per billion (ppb) TCE 
in the Sundstrand influent and 28 ppb TCE in the effluent from the lagoon (Reference 21). 


On July 19, 1984 additional samples of Sundstrand's effluent and lagoon water were 
collected. This Sundstrand effluent sample showed 4,900 ppb TCE in addition to 7,600 
ppb, total chromium, 29,000 ppb total copper, and 1,400 ppb total zinc. The sample from 
the lagoon showed 500 ppb TCE, 500 pbb total chromium, 200 ppb hexavalent chromium, 
4100 ppb total copper and 230 ppb total zinc (Reference 22). 


Construction of Sundstrand's Pretreament Plant in 1986 

Sundstrand and the City of Camdenton joined efforts in 1986 to obtain a Community 
Development Betterment Grant (CDBG) from the state to construct a pretreatment plant 
at the Sundstrand facility. The plant was completed and on line as of April 14, 1986. The 
plant still operates today (Reference 23). 


Construction Permit for Lagoon to Replace Hulett Lagoon 
On September 23, 1986, DNR issued the City of Camdenton a Construction Permit for 


sewers, force mains and lift stations for transport of waste to the C.P. White Lagoon. The 
construction permit stated that these facilities were designed to allow for elimination of the 
existing factory lagoon (Hulett Lagoon) (Reference 24). 


Pretreatment Monitoring Report - April 30, 1987 
At the request of DNR's WPCP, a pretreatment monitoring survey was conducted of the 


industrial wastewater discharge of the Sundstrand Tubular Products factory. On April 30, 
1987, DNR's Environmental Services Program (ESP) collected a grab sample of the 
effluent from the treatment system discharge weir. The sample was analyzed for cyanide, 
total metals (silver, cadmium, chromium, copper, hexavalent chromium, nickel, lead, zinc). 
The sample was also supposed to be analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs), 
however, there were no results for VOCs due to analytical error. Results showed 
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chromium at 2,700 ppb, copper at 890 ppb, hexavalent Shromiumn at 180 ppb, nickel at 50 
ppb, and zinc at 110 ppb (Reference 25). 


Hulett Lagoon Closure 
In 1988, the City of Camdenton began closure of the Hulett Lagoon pursuant to an 


Industrial Development Grant overseen by DNR's WPCP. As per DNR guidelines for 
closing out municipal lagoons, sampling and analysis of the sludge in the lagoon was 
limited to metals and other parameters such as total solids. High levels of chromium, lead, 
and nickel were detected (Reference 26). DNR offered the City officials several options 
to consider in completing the closure of the lagoon (Reference 27). The option chosen and 
implemented by the city was subsurface application of the sludge from the lagoon to a 
sludge disposal site owned by the city. DNR approved the sludge disposal plan on 
February 22, 1989 (Reference 28). 


The city's engineering consultant, Missouri Engineering Corporation, supervised the lagoon 
closure project. In June 1989, McCormick Gravel & Excavating of Versailles, Missouri was 
awarded the contract for the removal, stockpiling and disposal of sludge from the lagoon. 
The contract included lagoon dewatering, preparation, transportation, and stockpiling of 
the sludge, as well as disposal by land application at chosen site at the Camdenton 
Memorial Airport (CMA), four miles southeast of Camdenton (References 29; 30). 


The specifications called for the contractor to pump the water from the lagoon and 
discharge it into the existing sewer manhole approximately 100 feet away (Reference 29). 
The process of removing the sludge at the lagoon began on July 11, 1989 and was 
completed sometime in late September 1989. Lime was added to the sludge at the lagoon 
to raise the pH and immobilize the metals. The project contract was originally written with 
an estimate of 1,500 cubic yards of sludge to be removed. However, due in part to an 
unusually high amount of rain during the removal process, the sludge did not dry out and 
shrink, as it should have. In addition, each time it would rain, the rain would cause the 
sludge to be spread across the lagoon contaminating more soil. The lagoon had to be 
pumped again and the sludge allowed to dry. A small amount of soil then had to be 
removed along with the sludge. When that portion of the project was completed, an 
estimated 2,395 cubic yards of sludge had been removed (References 31; 32; 33). The 
berms of the lagoon were turned in and mixed with a 1 to 1 ratio (Reference 34). No soil 
was brought in for the mixing. Some soil from the hillside southeast of the lagoon was 
scraped in to fill the void (Reference 5). 


The sludge was deposited at the CMA from July through December 1989. The area at the 
CMA where the sludge was disposed of is being investigated as a separate site - the 
Camdenton Sludge Disposal Area. A Combined Preliminary Assessment/Site Inspection 
is being conducted at the site, and will be completed by April 1999. 
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2.4 Site History and Previous Investigations 


Preliminary Assessment/Site Inspection at 179 Sunset Drive Facility 
In 1992, DNR conducted a PA and an SI of the facility at 179 Sunset Drive under the name 


Sundstrand site (MOD062439351). The investigations were initiated due to a complaint 
filed with DNR alleging that 4,500 gallons of TCE had been spilled at the facility. Neither 
the PA nor the SI included any off-site investigations of the former lagoon or sludge 
disposal area (References 35; 36). 


In addition to the PA and SI conducted by DNR, there were several other investigations 
conducted at the Modine facility during that time period by EPA contractors and Modine 
consultants. In general, all of the investigations documented and/or confirmed the 
presence of chlorinated solvents, including TCE, in the soils and groundwater at the facility. 
At that time, the DNR determined that oversight authority of the facility was most 
appropriate under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). 


RCRA Corrective Action at 179 Sunset Drive Facility 
Modine Manufacturing Company is currently negotiating a Corrective Action Abatement 


Order on Consent (AOC) through the Permits Section of DNR's Hazardous Waste Program 
(HWP). The objectives of the AOC include investigation to determine the nature and 
extent of any release of hazardous waste at the facility and to remediate any releases in 
order to protect human health and the environment (Reference 16). There have already 
been several investigations and a certain amount of remedial activities conducted by 
Modine at the facility and in the surrounding area. Detailed information regarding a 
subsurface investigation conducted at the Hulett lagoon in 1996 is included in Section 3.1 
Previous Waste/Source Sampling. More information regarding groundwater sampling 
conducted in the area is included in Section 4.2 Previous Groundwater Sampling. 


Referral of Former Hulett Lagoon to Superfund Section 
On September 8, 1998 the Permits Section of the HWP formally referred investigation of 


the former Hulett Lagoon to the Superfund Section of the HWP. Investigation of the Hulett 
Lagoon is not included in the AOC with Modine due to the fact that, in addition to receiving 
wastewater from the facility at 179 Sunset Drive, the lagoon also received domestic 
sewage from the surrounding residences. A dye trace study of the City of Camdenton's 
sewer system performed by DNR's DGLS on August 5, 1998, verified that facility 
wastewater mixes with domestic sewage prior to entering city property (Reference 37). 


According to 40 CFR 261.4(a)(1), domestic sewage and any mixture of domestic sewage 
and other wastes that pass through a sewer system to a publicly owned treatment works 
(POTW) are not considered solid wastes, and thus would-not be considered hazardous 
wastes. The facility that disposes of such wastes is excluded from RCRA permitting 
requirements, which is why the Hulett Lagoon site was referred to Superfund to be 
addressed under CERCLA. CERCLA has no such exemption. 
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2.5 Waste Characteristics 


The primary contaminant of concern at the Former Hulett Lagoon site is the volatile organic 
compound (VOC) trichloroethene (TCE). Analytical results from soil and groundwater 
sampling show TCE at concentrations above Superfund Chemical Data Matrix (SCDM) 
health-based benchmarks as well as the Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) for drinking 
water (Reference 38). 


Trichloroethene 


TCE is a nonflammable, colorless liquid at room temperature with a somewhat sweet odor 
and sweet, burning taste. The manmade chemical does not occur naturally in the 
environment. TCE is now mainly used as a solvent to remove grease from metal parts. 
It is also used as a solvent in other ways and is used to make other chemicals. TCE 
evaporates easily into the air but can persist in the soil and groundwater. Once TCE is in 
surface water, much of it will evaporate into the air. It will take days to weeks to break 
down in surface water; in groundwater, the breakdown is'much slower because of the 
slower evaporation rate. Very little TCE breaks down in the soil, and it can pass through 
the soil into underground water (Reference 39, pp. 1, 2). 


TCE can enter the body from breathing air or drinking water containing TCE. It can also 
enter through the skin, but not as easily as by breathing or drinking. If the chemical is 
inhaled, about half will enter the bloodstream and organs; the remaining is exhaled. If TCE 
is swallowed, most will be absorbed into the blood. The liver changes most of the TCE to 
other chemicals and the majority of these breakdown products leave the body in the urine 
within a day. Some of the common symptoms to TCE exposure (usually at high levels) are 
headaches, dizziness, and rashes. Laboratory animals that were exposed to moderate 
levels of TCE had enlarged livers, and high-level exposure caused liver and kidney 
damage. However, it is not known if these changes would occur in humans. TCE is 
considered an animal carcinogen (Reference 39, pp. 1-4). 


TCE is known as a Dense Nonaqueous Phase Liquid (DNAPL). DNAPLs are separate- 
phase hydrocarbon liquids that are denser than water. DNAPLs can exist in the soil/aquifer 
matrix in free-phase form or in residual form. When released on the ground's surface, free- 
phase DNAPLs move downward through the soil matrix under the force of gravity or 
laterally along the surface of sloping fine-grained stratigraphic units. As free-phase 
DNAPLs move, residual amounts are trapped in pores and/or fractures by capillary forces. 
Trapped DNAPLs are known as residual saturation. This residual saturation is a function 
of the physical property of the DNAPL and the hydrogeologic characteristics of the . 
soil/aquifer medium, which typically ranges from 5-50% of total pore volume (Reference 
40). 


Most DNAPLs undergo only limited degradation in the subsurface and persist for long 
periods of time, while slowly releasing soluble organic constituents to groundwater through 
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dissolution. Dissolution may continue for hundreds of years under natural conditions 
before the DNAPL is dissipated (Reference 40). 


3.0 WASTE/SOURCE SAMPLING 
3.1. Previous Sampling (Reference 41) 


On October 11, 1996, on behalf of Modine Manufacturing Company, Dames & Moore 
conducted a subsurface investigation at the former Hulett lagoon. The purpose of the 
investigation was to determine the presence or absence of VOCs, in particular TCE, in soil 
at the former Hulett lagoon, 


Four hydraulically driven probes were advanced in the area of the lagoon where the inlet 
pipe from the former Sundstrand facility and the outlet or discharge pipe from the lagoon 
were previously located. The soil within the probe cores was continuously sampled and 
field screened using a photoionization detector (PID). The soil sample exhibiting the 
highest indication of VOC content from each probe core was submitted for analysis. The 
samples were analyzed for VOCs only. The following table presents results for those 
samples. 


TABLE 1: SELECTED ANALYTICAL RESULTS FROM SOIL 
SAMPLES COLLECTED BY DAMES & MOORE IN HULETT 
LAGOON ON OCTOBER 11, 1996 


‘ore ba a Boe 
— 


GP-1 


MW = 
[Ope | @-6s |TCe 
GP-3 | chloroform | 0.0094 

not detected 
| Gp-4 | 4-6 TCE not detected _| 


Although the majority of sludge from the lagoon was supposedly removed during closure, 
these sampling results indicated that TCE contamination was still present in the lagoon 
area. Dames & Moore and Modine have concluded that the TCE concentrations 
encountered in the soil at the lagoon supports their previous position that the former lagoon 
is theloff-site’ source of the observed TCE impact to groundwater at the Modine facility. 
DNR RCRA Permits personnel hold the position that the nature, extent and source of the 
TCE groundwater contamination in the area has not been fully determined yet. That is one 
of the objectives of the AOC currently being negotiated. At least four waste management 
units on the 179 Sunset Drive property have been identified as potential contributors to 
TCE soil and groundwater contamination (Reference 16). 
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3.2  PA/SI Sampling (Reference 38) 


PA/SI| soil sampling in the lagoon area was conducted on January 21, 1999. Figure 2 is 
a site map that shows collection location of all soil samples in the lagoon area. A 
membrane interface probe (MIP), equipped with a PID and a flame ionization detector 
(FID), was employed to generate soil gas data of the subsurface within and surrounding 
the boundaries of the former lagoon area. 


Ten soil borings (Hulett-01 through Hulett-10) were drilled utilizing a track-mounted 
hydraulic soil probe. Eight soil grab samples were collected from the lagoon area and one 
background sample was collected from outside the lagoon. Based upon this sampling, the 
lagoon is estimated to have been approximately six feet deep. Previous sampling 
documented refusal, meaning bedrock was encountered, in drilling from a range of five to 
six feet below ground surface, depending on the boring location. The PA/SI background 
boring was drilled approximately 25 feet south of the lagoon’s edge. The background 
sample was collected from a 10.5’ to 11’ depth, which was a similar depth zone as the 
majority of the source samples from the lagoon, correcting for the rise in elevation at the 
background sampling point. 


3.3. PA/SI Analytical Results (Reference 38) 


Reference 38, Appendix B contains the MIP data logs generated for each boring. The logs 
indicate detections noted on the MIP’s PID (identified as “Detector 1”) and the FID 
(“Detector 2”). There were not any significant detections with the MIP for any of the 
borings. 


Table 2, on page 13, presents the analytical results for all soil samples collected by DNR 
as part of the PA/SI. All soil samples were analyzed for total metals (arsenic, barium, 
cadmium, chromium, copper, lead, mercury, nickel, selenium, and silver) and VOGs. If any 
sample's total analyte levels exceeded 80% of 20 times the Toxicity Characteristic 
Leaching Procedure (TCLP) regulatory limit for a particular analyte, TCLP analysis was 
performed on that sample. 


The last column in Table 2 lists the Missouri Cleanup Action Level (CALM) Cyeacu level for 
each chemical. These values were listed for additional comparison. The Superfund 
Chemical Data Matrix (SCDM) benchmarks and MO Any-Use Soil Levels (ASLs) for 
chemicals only take into account human health effects related to exposure to the chemicals 
in the soil. They do not take into account the effect the chemicals have when they leach 
into the groundwater. The Cyeacn value was calculated to approximate the physical 
processes involved in a soil contaminant leaching to the groundwater. The CLeacn value 
may be interpreted as a soil contaminant concentration, which (within the limitations of the 
formulas and assumptions used for calculation) if allowed to remain, would leach to the 
saturated zone and result in a groundwater concentration at or below the MCLs. 
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Three soil samples contained TCE at a detectable level. TCE was not detected in the 
background soil sample. The concentrations of TCE detected in the three samples from 
the lagoon exceed the C.eacu value for TCE, which would indicate the potential exists for 
TCE to leach into the saturated zone and result in groundwater contamination above the 
MCL. This is, in fact, the situation at this site, as documented from groundwater samples 
collected from the monitoring well on-site (discussed in Section 4.5) (Reference 42). 


The only sample that contained any metals significantly above background was 991471 
from soil boring 4. Barium and cadmium were over three times the background levels, 
however neither metal was present above the SCDM benchmarks or MO ASLs. 


3.4 Conclusions 


Although over 2,000 cubic yards of sludge were removed from the lagoon during closure 
in 1989, PA/SI sampling, as well as previous sampling, document that TCE contaminated 
soil still remains in the lagoon area. Three samples, collected for the PA/SI near the 
previous location of the outfall pipe, contained TCE at9.5 ppm, 0.24 ppm and 0.12 ppm. 
These TCE concentrations are below health-based’ benchmarks protective of human 
exposure to the soil. However, the concentrations exceed the Missouri CALM C_eacn 
value, which was calculated as a value at which TCE would leach to the saturated zone 
and result in a groundwater concentration at or below the MCLs. The Cieacu value for TCE 
was calculated using specific formulas and assumptions that may not necessarily model 
site conditions at the Hulett lagoon. 


One way of testing whether the TCE present in the soil at the lagoon has the potential to 
leach into groundwater at a level above the MCL would be to perform the Synthetic 
Precipitation Leaching Procedure on the soil samples. This may be necessary in future 
investigations. 
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TABLE 2: ANALYTICAL RESULTS FROM SOIL SAMPLES COLLECTED IN/NEAR THE HULETT LAGOON 


All results in parts per million (ppm) * soil saturation level substituted for ASL NA - not analyzed NL - not listed 
Underlined results are those that are three times above background or above the detection limit if the background concentration is below the detection limit 
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4.0 GROUNDWATER PATHWAY 


4.1. Hydrogeologic Setting (Reference 43) 


Stratigraphic Units 
A stratigraphic column (Table 3 on page 18) has been tabulated based upon the 


stratigraphy of nearby wells. The youngest bedrock formations beneath the site are 
expected to be Ordovician-age sediments assigned to the Canadian Series. The 
Roubidoux Formation consists of dolomite, sandy dolomite, and sandstone. In the 
Camdenton area, soluble portions of the Roubidoux have generally been removed by 
dissolution. Nearby well logs indicate that the Roubidoux Formation may have been 
completely removed by erosion in the vicinity of the site. 


Underlying the Roubidoux Formation, the Gasconade Dolomite consists of cherty dolomite 
and is estimated to be approximately 300 feet thick in the vicinity of the site. A basal unit 
of the Gasconade Dolomite, known as the Gunter Sandstone Member, commonly 
separates the Ordovician and Cambrian-age strata. The Gunter Sandstone is 
approximately 25 feet thick in the Camdenton area. 


Cambrian rocks in the Camdenton area were deposited in a complex depositional 
environment. Camdenton is located near the westem margin of a Cambrian-age intrashelf 
sedimentary basin known as the Central Missouri Basin. To the west lies the north-south 
trending Lebanon Arch, which consists of carbonate platform rocks, that in some areas, 
thin over Precambrian highlands. Dramatically different lithologies and abrupt facies 
changes are depicted in area well logs. In general, more shaly, basinal rocks to the east 
pinch-out against the Lebanon Arch. 


Because of the tectonic setting, Cambrian beds in the Camdenton area are difficult to 
categorize, and “layer-cake” stratigraphy should not be assumed. The following 
descriptions are simplified. The upper-most Cambrian unit in the area is the Eminence 
Dolomite, which consists of approximately 300 — 635 feet of dolomite with minor amounts 
of chert. The Eminence Dolomite is underlain by about 25 - 230 feet of Potosi Dolomite, 
which consists of dolomite, chert, and drusy quartz. Beneath the Potosi Dolomite, in 
descending order, are the Derby-Doerun Dolomite, the shaly Davis Formation, the 
Bonneterre Formation, and the Lamotte Sandstone. The entire Cambrian section is 
estimated to be over 1,150 feet thick. 


Aquifers 

The Ozark Aquifer, which includes all bedrock units above the Cambrian-age Derby- 
Doerun Dolomite, is the shallowest aquifer beneath site. The Ozark Aquifer is considered 
exposed at the surface at the Former Hulett Lagoon site. The total thickness of the aquifer 
is approximately 950 feet. Each of the units which comprise the Ozark Aquifer have 
individual characteristics that control their water-bearing capabilities; however, in general, 
the Ozark Aquifer produces good-quality water, with production rates generally proportional 
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to well depth. Extensive pumping of groundwater in the Camdenton area has created a 
downward vertical gradient, and the site is located in a groundwater recharge zone. 


Because detailed hydrogeologic studies have not been conducted at the site, groundwater 
flow directions within the bedrock can only be approximated. Prior to pumping of the 
~ aquifer, groundwater beneath the site probably flowed westward or northward to discharge 
areas in the Niangua River valley. Pumping rates at the Camdenton municipal wells are 
high enough to engulf the site within the cones of depression that surround the municipal 
wells. The radius of influence of nearby production wells should be determined. 


Groundwater flow in the saturated zone is controlled by gradient. According to DGLS 
geologists, assertions made by Modine's consultants that preferential pathways in the 
Ozark Aquifer substantially influence flow direction in the saturated zone are incorrect. 
Water flows downhill; fractures or solution-enlarged channels cannot make water flow 
uphill. Monitoring well nests are needed to accurately determine the magnitude of the 
downward vertical gradient. The upper Gasconade Dolomite may inhibit the downward 
migration of contamination. However, fracturing and karst development may have resulted 
in a local increase in permeability within the otherwise relatively tight upper Gasconade 
Dolomite. 


The Gunter Sandstone is generally highly porous and permeable and is an important 
source of domestic groundwater supplies in the area. Because the Gunter Sandstone 
generally yields adequate domestic water supplies, few private wells in the area penetrate 
the underlying Cambrian Formations. However, municipal wells in the Lake of the Ozarks 
area are generally cased through the Gunter Sandstone, in order to avoid possible 
bacterial contamination. 


The Eminence and Potosi Dolomites are a major source of municipal drinking water 
throughout the Ozark area, including the City of Camdenton. The Eminence Dolomite is 
differentiated from the underlying Potosi Dolomite by the lack of druse. A druse is a rock 
cavity encrusted with finely crystalline quartz. The druse-rich Potosi Dolomite is the most 
permeable geologic unit within the Ozark Aquifer and generally has an extensive network 
of karstic channels. 


The shallowest reliable aquitard beneath the site is the St. Francois Confining Unit, 
approximately 1,200 feet below the surface. The St. Francois Confining Unit separates the 
Ozark Aquifer from the deeper St. Francois Aquifer. The St. Francois Aquifer includes the 
Cambrian-age Bonneterre Formation and Lamotte Sandstone. The St. Francois Aquifer 
is not used as a water source in Camden County. Water losses in the Lamotte Sandstone 
are common in some parts of the Ozark Region, although the phenomenon is poorly 
understood. Outside the Cambrian outcrop area, few water wells penetrate the Lamotte 
Sandstone, since yields may actually be reduced. Groundwater flow directions in the 
deeper St. Francois Aquifer are generally unknown and may be complicated. 
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Baseline water-level and pumping rate data needs to be collected before informed 
decisions about groundwater movement in the Camdenton subsurface can be made. 
Static water levels should be measured at least monthly at any inactive wells. Detailed 
records of active wells should include volume of water pumped, length of pumping cycles, 
and drawdown measurements. The Mulberry City Well (which was shut down on January 
26, 1999 because of TCE contamination) produced approximately three times the volume 
of the other two city wells, suggesting the aquifer is highly heterogeneous. The Mulberry 
Well probably intercepted more solution-enlarged cavities than the other city wells, 
although lithologic differences can also explain differences in well yield. Wide variations 
in aquifer parameters are common in carbonate areas. 


The three Camdenton city wells produced a total of 232,458,000 gallons in 1997. An 
estimate of the cone of depression produced by this pumping can be made by comparing 
Camdenton to the city of Rolla, which is located in a similar ridge-top geologic setting 
approximately 50 miles east of Camdenton. In 1960, four Rolla city wells produced 
approximately 290,250,000 gallons of water from the Ozark Aquifer. The resulting cone 
of depression was over five miles wide. By 1960, pumping of the Ozark Aquifer in the 
Rolla area had dropped water levels up to 150 feet compared to the predevelopment 
potentiometric surface. The relatively deep depth to groundwater in the Camdenton area 
suggests a similar radius of effect can be expected. Any potential site-related 
contaminants reaching the water table are expected to move toward the nearest 
Camdenton City well. Until recently, hydraulic control beneath the Former Hulett Lagoon 
and Modine sites has been maintained by pumping at the Mulberry well. Now that the 
Mulberry well has been shut off, TCE contamination is expected to move toward another 
city well. 


Monitoring wells at the Modine site are open to different depth intervals. Therefore, data 
from these wells cannot be used to create a potentiometric map. The fact that two of the 
four wells have gone dry in the past suggests that the vertical flow component is significant. 
Water levels in area wells tend to decrease with depth, supporting the statement that the 
vertical flow is downward. As previously mentioned, a downward gradient is to be 
expected in an active municipal well field, particularly if it is located on a ridge top. Static 
water levels measured during the construction of the newest Camdenton City well (Hickory 
Street or well # 7) also verify the downward gradient. The Hickory Street well is 1,100 feet 
deep with 462 feet of casing. The static water level before pressure-grout sealing of the 
well casing was 222 feet below ground surface. Static water level after sealing was 260 
feet below ground surface, indicating a downward vertical gradient. A large upland area 
that might provide recharge to the Camdenton City wells does not exist. Groundwater 
monitored by the monitoring wells is essentially moving downward to recharge the pumping 
wells. Conclusions about lateral flow directions cannot be made based on water levels 
from the existing monitoring well network. 


It has been suggested that contaminants reaching the saturated zone beneath Camdenton 
will follow “regional groundwater flow’ and discharge at the Lake of the Ozarks. However, 
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groundwater withdrawals averaging over 500,000 gallons per day will create a large cone 
of depression and obliterate “regional groundwater flow’ in any Ozark ridge top setting. A 
2-hour pump test of the new Hickory St. well at 550 gallons per minute (gpm) caused a 
176-foot drawdown in water level. There is no evidence to suggest that potential 
contaminants reaching the water table from either the Former Hulett Lagoon or the Modine 
site can somehow escape the Camdenton well field. 


Aquifer Discontinuities 
Minor folds and faults in the area cannot be considered aquifer discontinuities. However, 


it should be noted that the Cambrian-age formations that form the most productive portions 
of the Ozark Aquifer beneath the site are highly variable in lithology. The aquifer cannot be 
considered isotropic, nor does it possess radial symmetry. Aquifer parameters may be so 
variable as to render groundwater modeling useless. 


Wellhead Protection Area 

Camdenton is located in Area 1, as designated by the DGLS Wellhead Protection Section. 
Since September 1987, Area 1 bedrock wells have been required to have 80 feet of 
casing and penetrate at least 30 feet of bedrock. Wells within % mile of the Lake of the 
Ozarks are located in Sensitive Area B and subject to additional requirements. 


Karst Features 

The Camdenton area is considered karst. Significant karst features are present within a 
four-mile radius of the site. When MW-5 was drilled at the site, numerous fractures and 
small voids were encountered. Over 5,000 gallons of water was lost during the drilling of 
the monitoring well. 


4.2 Groundwater Targets 


Groundwater use within four miles of the site is extensive. At least 3,420 people are 
served by public wells in the area and an estimated 409 people are served by private wells. 
A detailed description of the well use follows. 


Public Drinking Water Wells 
The City of Camdenton currently utilizes three wells to supply drinking water to city 


residents: the Rodeo Grounds well, the Blair Heights well, and the Hickory well. The city 
also has a fourth well, the Mulberry well, that was taken off line on February 2, 1999 due 
to TCE contamination. The Mulberry well is currently used only as a standby well when 
any of the other three wells are not operating. Since February 2, 1999, the Mulberry well 
has been on-line twice. Due to electrical problems at the Blair well, Mulberry well was 
pumped from February 2 to the 9" for a total of about 400,000 gallons. Due to problems 
with the water controls, Mulberry well was pumped from February 12 - 16", " for a total of 
1,314 gallons (References 44; 45). 
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Table 3: Stratigraphic Column for Former Hulett Lagoon, Camden Cou 


Formation 
ft) 


Ordovician Ozark Aquifer 0? Roubidoux 
Formation 

Gunter 
Sandstone 

Member 


Potosi Dolomite 30-330 


Cambrian St. Francois Poae 


Confining Unit 


St. Francois Bonneterre 
Formation 


Lamotte 10° 140-300 
Sandstone 
Basement 
Precambrian Confining Unit 


Clayey residuum, sandstone 
and sandy dolomite 


Cherty dolomite, minor 
sandstone, and shale 


Dolomite; contains abundant 
quartz druse 


Sandstone and arkosic 
conglomerate 


after Harvey et. al.,198: 


Not present in sufficient thickness in 
the Camdenton area to produce 
usable quantities of water. 


Yields moderate to large quantities of 
water to wells. Yields range from 20 
to 75 gpm. Less-permeable Upper 
Gasconade may act as a leaky 
confining unit. 


Contributes moderate to large 
quantities of water. Most wells open 
to other formations. 

Yields 6-100 gpm, the average being 
about 20 gpm 
Yields large quantities of water to 
wells. Yields range from 100 to 750 
gpm. 


Reliable aquitard. 


Generally used only in outcrop areas. 
May contribute additional 100-200 
gpm to wells open to other 
formations. 
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The Rodeo well is located on Rodeo Road, just over one mile southeast of the/site” The 
Rodeo well was drilled in 1961 to a total depth of 940 feet with 450 feet of eight-inch steel 
casing. The pump is set at 420 feet. The yielding strata is the Potosi Dolomite of the 
Ozark Aquifer. Records show the well yields 380 gpm (Reference 44). 


The Blair Heights well is located on Lakeview Drive, 0:7 of a mile south-southwest of the 
site. The Blair well was drilled in 1974 to a total depth of 1060 feet with 400 feet of ten-inch 
diameter steel casing. The pump is set at 450 feet. The yielding strata is the Potosi 
Dolomite of the Ozark Aquifer. Records show the well yields 100 gpm (Reference 44). 


The Hickory well is located at the southwest end of Hickory Street, 0.8 of a mile east of the 
site. The Hickory well was drilled in 1998 to replace the Mulberry well. The Hickory well 
was drilled to a total depth of 1100 feet with 450 feet of eight-inch diameter steel casing. 
The pump is set at 500 feet. The yielding strata is the Potosi Dolomite of the Ozark Aquifer 
(Reference 44). 


The Mulberry well is located south of Mulberry Lane, 0.25 of a mile south of the site. The 
Mulberry well was drilled in 1986 to a total depth of 900 feet with 400 feet of twelve-inch 
diameter steel casing. The pump is set at 350 feet. The yielding strata is the Potosi 
Dolomite of the Ozark Aquifer. Records show the well yields 600 gpm (Reference 44). 


When in use, the Mulberry well was blended with the other two wells, with the Mulberry well 
being the largest producer. The City of Camdenton's Public Works Director reported that 
the Mulberry well was the lead well until July 1998. Before July 1998 the controls on the 
wells were set such that Mulberry well was always the first to run; the Blair and Rodeo wells 
only ran when the Mulberry well was not able to handle the demand. During that time, the 
Mulberry well supplied about 70% of the water to the system. New controls were installed 
in July 1998, and the city was able to set the time the wells came on. In response to the 
TCE contamination showing up in the well, the Mulberry well was set as the third well to 
come on. With the new controls the Mulberry well was cut back to supply only about 40% 
of the water to the system (Reference 45). The City of Camdenton's water supplies a total 
of 3,010 people (Reference 46, p. 14). 


The Windsor Estate Nursing Home well is located on Highway 5, approximately 1.4 miles 
northwest of the site. The well was drilled in 1969 to a total depth of 600 feet with 400 feet 
of six inch casing (Reference 61). This well serves 70 people (Reference 32, p. 131). 


The Linn Creek well is located on Highway 5, approximately 2.9 miles northeast of the site. 
The well was drilled in 1984 to a total depth of 860 feet with 528 feet of six inch steel 
casing (Reference 62). This well serves 260 people (Reference 32, p. 33). 


The Southway Terrace Mobile Home Park well is located on Highway 5, 2.3 miles 
northwest of the site. The well was drilled in 1970 to a total depth of 550 feet with 350 feet 
of six inch steel casing (Reference 63). This well serves 85 people (Reference 32, p. 120). 
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TABLE 4: PUBLIC WELLS WITHIN A 4-MILE RADIUS OF THE FORMER 
HULETT LAGOON SITE 


of Camdenton's Blair Well 
of Camdenton's Hickory Well 


* Reference 46, pp. 14, 33, 120, 131 

This represents the number of people apportioned to this well when it was in peak 
operation during the initial time period when TCE was detected in the well 

This represents the current situation in Camdenton without the Mulberry well operating 


There are several drinking water wells within a four-mile radius of the site that are classified 
as transient, non-community water systems. They include mostly resorts and restaurants 
in the Lake of the Ozarks area. These wells, by definition, serve at least 25 different people 
at least 60 days out of the year (Reference 47). However, the number of people served 
by these wells will not be included in a count of potential targets due to the transient nature 
of the population. 


Private Drinking Water Wells 


Within four miles of the site, there are over 485 wells recorded in the DGLS databases. 
The LOGMAIN database contains information on older wells. The DGLS Well Wellhead 
Protection Section’s Water Well Information System (W.I.M.S) database contains 
information on wells drilled since 1987. The vast majority of the wells on record are 
domestic supply wells. Some wells may no longer be active, and many active wells may 
not be recorded in DGLS databases. Table 5 illustrates the breakdown of private wells 
within four miles of the site (Reference 43). The population served by private wells was 
calculated using the estimated average persons per household in Camden County - 2.41 
(Reference 48). 


RADIUS OF THE FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 
ia |S Se See eee a ee 
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4.3 Previous Sampling 
Monitoring Wells 
Modine Manufacturing Company has performed quarterly sampling of the monitoring wells 


on their site. The TCE concentrations in the monitoring wells are detailed in the table 
below (Reference 49). 


TABLE 6: TCE CONCENTRATIONS IN MODINE GROUNDWATER MONITORING WELLS 1 -5 
All results in parts per billion 


NT -Nottested | ND - Not detected at or above 5 sampled due to insufficient volume 
| DateofSampling | MW-1 | MW2 | MWS | MW4 [| MWS | 
| ogo2o2— |S SCSCUND—CO| ~SSOUND__| These wells were not drilled 
| —_ ores Bt until 1995. 

i a a Pa ORT a Fe ee 

a 7 aT = SS KS MN RS iA 
duplicate 5.4 . 

(ie, OBTBOG. i) I IND ND 

een i! ND. NE 

CE a a | LS | el 

Bee ee a ear a) a aS | a a” Ls | 

a ae a: a a |: Ce 

installation of MW-5. 


Public Drinking Water 


Table 7, on the following page, shows the history of TCE detections in the City of 
Camdenton's public drinking water wells. The first time TCE showed up in the Mulberry 
well was in March of 1993. The sample was collected by the Missouri Department of 
Health and analyzed at Continental Analytical Services, Inc. (Reference 50). 


The DNR requires public drinking water wells be tested for volatile organic compounds 
every three years. DNR mails sampling containers to the public water supply office, and 
then a designee, in the City of Camdenton's case, the Public Works Director, collects the 
sample and sends it to DNR for analysis. When a contaminant is detected, sampling 
frequency is then increased to quarterly and sometimes monthly. If the running annual 
average concentration of the contaminant exceeds the MCL, the public system is in 
violation of the drinking water standard. 


The first sample analyzed by DNR in which TCE was detected at the Mulberry well was in 
January 1997. During sampling in 1997, there was only one sample that exceeded the 
MCL (February's sample was 5.2 ppb), but the running annual average for that year was 
below the MCL. In 1998, the levels of TCE began to increase (Reference 50). At that 
time, the city began looking at options to replace the Mulberry Well. In May 1998, the city 
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announced they were in the process of planning for a new well to be drilled on Hickory 
Street to replace the Mulberry Well (Reference 51). In addition, in July 1998, the City of 
Camdenton installed new regulating controls on their drinking water wells that allowed them 
to cut back the usage of the Mulberry Well. It went from supplying about 70% of the water 
when blended with the other two wells, to supplying about 40%. In February 1999, the new 
Hickory well went on line and the Mulberry well was shut off (Reference 45). 


TABLE 7: TCE RESULTS FROM SAMPLING AT CITY OF 
CAMDENTON'S PUBLIC seca WATER WELLS 
Results in p per billion 
Date of Sampling | Mulberry Well] Rodeo Wal | Blak Well 
a a <a 1 
nm Ee a ee a ee 
a a aT 
Ba ee ee ee | 
ee ea Se a a 
| oeose7, | AST KO | OS 
2) ad ee oe re 
ae a eS a ee 
| oeop/es | | KOS <0 
| os/2z5/oB | | KOS | KOS 

a SS a 
* The Rodeo well is over one mile from the Hulett lagoon. It is unknown whether this TCE detection was a 
valid result, especially since all subsequent samples were non-detect for TCE. 


Private Wells 


On April 23, 1998, DNR collected a groundwater grab from a private well at 178 Sunset 
Drive. The sample was analyzed for VOCs. Cis-1,2-dichlorethene was detected at 12 ppb 
and TCE was detected at 210 ppb. At that time, the owner was using the well only for lawn 
watering; the home was hooked up to the city water line for drinking water (Reference 52). 


In July 1992, as part of the SI conducted at the 179 Sunset Drive facility, three samples 
were collected from private wells located near the Lake of the Ozarks. Two of the wells 
were located in Normac Estates, 1.8 miles west-southwest of the site. The third well was 
located 1.3 miles southwest of the site. No VOCs were detected in any samples 
(Reference 36). 


a 
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4.4 Sampling Locations 


Groundwater samples for the PA/SI were collected on January 6-7, 1999. Five monitoring 
wells, two public water supply wells, and two private drinking water wells were sampled. 
Figure 3 shows sample locations for all groundwater samples collected as part of the Hulett 
Lagoon PA/SI (Reference 38). 


Monitoring Wells 1 & 2 
Layne-Westem Company, Inc., was subcontracted by DNR for the installation of Monitoring 


Wells #1 and #2 on the Modine Manufacturing Company property (then known as Modine 
Heat Transfer). The wells were installed in July 1992 during the SI performed at the 179 
Sunset Drive facility. MW-1 is located on the west side of the facility. MW-2 is located 
northeast of the facility. Total well depth of MW-1 was 178 feet and MW-2 was 197 feet. 
The wells were constructed with two-inch diameter, polyvinyl chloride (PVC) inner well 
casing, with steel outer well casing. Both wells have 40 feet of screen at the bottom of the 
well (References 36; 53). 


On January 7, 1999, sample 991464 was collected from MW-1 and sample 991463 was 
collected from MW-2. Depth to water recorded at 153.2 feet from the top of the casing in 
MW-1. Depth to water recorded at 165.7 feet from the top of the casing in MW-2 
(Reference 38). 


Monitoring Wells 3 & 4 

Layne-Western Company, Inc. of St. Louis was subcontracted by Dames & Moore, 
consultant for Modine Manufacturing Company, for the installation of Monitoring Wells #3 
and #4. Drilling took place from August 8-14, 1995. MW-3 was installed on August 8, 
1995, south of the Modine facility. MW-4 was installed on August 11, 1995, just northwest 
of the facility. MW-3 is 167 feet deep with 64 feet of five-inch diameter steel surface 
casing. MW-4 is 158 feet deep with 44 feet of five-inch diameter steel surface casing. 
Both wells are open hole below their casing (Reference 54, p. 35). 


On January 7, 1999, sample 991460 was collected from MW-3 and samples 991461 and 
991462 were collected from MW-4. Sample 991461 was collected via a submersible pump 
and 991462 was collected via dedicated bailer. The two different methods for collection 
were used for comparison purposes. All other groundwater samples from monitoring wells 
were collected with a dedicated bailer. Depth to water recorded at 153.1 feet from the top 
of the casing in MW-3. Depth to water recorded at 158.5 feet from the top of the casing 
in MW-4 (Reference 38). 


Monitoring Well 5 
Layne-Western Company, Inc. of St. Louis was subcontracted by Dames & Moore, 


consultant for Modine Manufacturing Company, for the installation of Monitoring Well #5. 
The well was installed just outside what would have been the southwest edge of berm of 
the Hulett lagoon. Drilling took place from July 7-10, 1998. The well was installed to 


Former Hulett Lagoon 
Combined PA/SI 
March 30, 1999 


determine the presence or absence of volatile organic compounds, in particular, TCE, in 
the groundwater underlying the former Hulett lagoon. The well was drilled to a total depth 
of 118 feet below ground surface (bgs). Permanent surface casing was installed in 
bedrock to a depth of 37 feet bgs. This was done to case off several void spaces that had 
been encountered during drilling, most notably a void space from 35.0 to 36.5 feet bgs. 
The well was constructed with schedule 80, two-inch diameter, PVC casing with 30 feet 
of a 0.01 inch slotted screen. Water was encountered at a depth of 105 feet bgs 
(Reference 55). 


On January 7, 1999, samples 991465 and 991466 (duplicate) were collected from MW-5. 
Depth to water recorded at 102.7 feet from the top of the casing in MW-5 (Reference 38). 


Public Wells 

Sample #991458 was collected from the City of Camdenton Blair well. The Blair well was 
considered a background well for PA/SI purposes since previous sampling has shown this 
well not to be contaminated. However, groundwater flow direction has not been definitively 
determined; the cones of depression created by the city's wells could significantly affect 
groundwater flow in the area. Sample #991459 was collected from the City of Camdenton 
Mulberry well, known to be contaminated with TCE (Reference 38). 


Private Wells 

Sample 991452 and 991453 (a duplicate) were collected from a residential well, located 
at 178 Sunset Drive, approximately 790 feet southwest of the site. This well is currently 
not used for any purpose. When the well was sampled in April 1998 and found to be 
contaminated with TCE, the owner discontinued use, which at that time was only for 
watering his lawn. No information is known about the well (Reference 38). 


Sample 991457 was collected from a residence in Normac Estates, located 1.8 miles west- 
southwest of the site on the lakefront of the Lake of the Ozarks. No information is known 
about the well (Reference 38). 


4.5 Analytical Results (Reference 38) 


All groundwater samples for the PA/SI were analyzed for total and/or dissolved metals 
(arsenic, barium, cadmium, chromium, copper, mercury, nickel, lead, selenium, silver), and 
VOCs. The analytical results for all groundwater samples are detailed in the tables on the 
following page. . 
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Monitoring Wells 


il 
AT MODINE MONITORING WELLS 1 - 5 
All results in parts per billion NA - not analyzed 
* 991461 was collected via submersible pump, 991462 was collected via dedicated bailer 


Bolded results are those above the EPA MCL. 
CHEMICAL a 


991463 | 991460 | 991461*.| 991462" | 991465 | 991466 

METALS sake aa ace (neil ha eT | ee ee a) 

Arsenic, total | 4.2 [<4 tet NA | <2 <1 | Bo 

Barium, dissolved Pez fae fist es Tn orgs] 00 
1 


2 

6 
Barium, total 582 [112 [151 | 883 | NA | 679 | 71.3 | 
Cadmium, total | s1.0_ | <1.0 | 226 | <0 | NA | 1.25 | 1.97_| 

3 

9 


1 Reams - SF 
Chou war ae ee ee ee te 
[Copper total {| 6.94 | 785 | $1.2 | <50 | NA | 752 | __ 8.97} 100 _| 
[Nickel total ~=— (“ss | <8.) =| 845 | 29.7) | 761 | NA | 5.16 | 426 | 100 | 
Leagewl TA A 3b 97.6 _387) __NA 127 1483 18 
(as BO Tie ieee ies, es 
SL Se ae ee ee 
| Trichloroethene _—s| 10.4 | 25 |<05 | 641 | 765 |1400 | 


For purposes of the PA/SI and according to HRS guidelines, any of MW's 1 through 4 
could be considered background for the MW-5. Although previous and current sampling 
has shown that MW's 1 through 4 have been, or presently are, within the boundaries of the 
TCE plume, the TCE contamination in MW-5 exceeds three times the TCE concentration 
in any of the other monitoring wells. Additionally, however, all five monitoring wells are not 
entirely similar in construction. MW's 3 and 4 are open hole borings below their casing, 
while MW's 1, 2 are screened for 40 feet; MW-5 is screened for 30 feet. MW-1 is 60 feet 
deeper than MW-5; and MW-2 is 79 feet deeper than MW-5. Although the intervals from 
which water is drawn in the monitoring wells is not entirely similar, all five wells draw water 
from the Gasconade Dolomite formation of the Ozark Aquifer. 


Public and Private Drinkin 


li ing Water Wells 
TABLE 9: SELECTED GROUNDWATER RESULTS FROM PA/SI SAMPLING AT PUBLIC AND PRIVATE 
GROUNDWATER WELLS 
ae tie hyfete Da “ST me eS SS eee 


All results in parts per billion 


Blair Well Mulberry Well Private Well Estates Private EPA 
CHEMICAL Background Well MCL 


| 991458 | 991459 | 991452 _| 991453 | 991457 
————————————————————e 
Barium, total ___{ 45.3 _| 45.3 __1_678 | 66.6 | 628 _| 
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For purposes of the PA/SI, the Camdenton Blair well was chosen as a background well for 
the contaminated Mulberry well. The two wells are similar in total depth and both draw 
from the Potosi Dolomite formation of the Ozark Aquifer. The Mulberry well could in fact 
serve as its own background since the well was regularly monitored as a public well under 
Missouri regulations, and was non-detect for TCE until 1997 (except for one sample in 
1993 collected by the Missouri Department of Health). 


4.6 Conclusions 


PA/SI sampling has documented an observed release of TCE to the Ozark Aquifer in the 
area of the Former Hulett Lagoon site. MW-5, located immediately near the lagoon, 
contained TCE at 1,400 ppb. The City of Camdenton's Mulberry well, located less than 
0.25 of a mile south of the lagoon showed 5.3 ppb TCE during PA/SI sampling on January 
6, 1999. 


The City of Camdenton officially took the Mulberry Well off line on February 2, 1999 due 
to the TCE contamination. When in use during the initial time period when TCE was 
detected, the Mulberry Well was the highest producing well of Camdenton's system, 
supplying an apportioned 2,107 people. The well is now a reserve well, to be used only 
when power is down at any other Camdenton Wells. There are three wells currently 
serving the city within two miles of the site. The City of Camdenton's drinking water wells 
supply an estimated 3,010 people. 


There are two sources of TCE that could be attributed to the contamination present in the 
City of Camdenton's Mulberry Well. PA/SI sampling has shown the former Hulett lagoon 
contains TCE contaminated soil, as well as groundwater, at the lagoon site. The lagoon 
is located approximately 1100 feet north of the Mulberry well. The manufacturing facility: 
at 179 Sunset Drive has also been shown to contain TCE contaminated soil as well as TCE 
contaminated groundwater. The facility is located approximately 500 feet northwest of the 
Mulberry Well. It is unknown at this time whether the Mulberry Well contamination is due 
in whole or in part to the lagoon contamination. Information on groundwater flow direction 
is inconclusive. DNR's DGLS geologists suggest that the cone of depression created by 
the Mulberry well, when in operation, influenced groundwater flow in that direction. Now 
that the Mulberry well has been shut off, groundwater flow is expected to move toward 
another city well, most likely the Blair well. 


5.0 SURFACE WATER PATHWAY 
5.1. Hydrologic Setting 
The site is situated within the Salem Plateau region of the Ozark Plateau physiographic 


province. The topography of the Salem Plateau is characterized by a rolling upland 
surface with rugged hills dissected by entrenched, narrow stream valleys. Karst features, 
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such as springs, sinkholes, and losing streams, are characteristic of the Salem Plateau 
(Reference 43). 


The Former Hulett Lagoon site is situated near the headwaters of a small unnamed stream 
which drains southwest to the Niangua Arm of the Lake of the Ozarks. During operation, 
the Hulett lagoon's receiving stream was identified as a tributary to Jarvis Hollow. The site 
of the former lagoon has been leveled, while the surrounding terrain exhibits moderate 
natural relief (5% to 9% slopes). East of the site lies the City of Camdenton. West of the 
site, the landscape is more rugged, and forests extend down to the Lake of the Ozarks. 
The natural landforms and drainage patterns at the site have been obscured by lagoon 
construction and, later, by soil removal actions (Reference 43). 


Below the site, the receiving stream is fairly steep and the bedload consists mostly of 
cobbles and gravel. In 1992, a DGLS geologist with the Water Resources Program 
examined area streams as part of oversight for an investigation at the 179 Sunset Drive 
facility. He reported that the Former Hulett Lagoon site is located on the valley floor of the 
“northeast branch” of an unnamed tributary to Jarvis Hollow. The “southeast branch” of 
the tributary drains the facility at 179 Sunset Drive. The northeast and southeast branches 
join near the western corporate boundary of the City of Camdenton, approximately 0.6 
miles downstream of the Former Hulett Lagoon site. The lagoon was constructed near the 
headwaters of the northeast branch, just west of the ridge top where most of Camdenton 
is located. Water runs onto the site from the upper section of the northeast branch. This 
channel has been diverted around the northem edge of the former lagoon (Reference 43). 


Run-off from the site, entering the northeast branch, flows toward the west for % mile. 
Runoff then flows southwest approximately 1.6 miles and enters Jarvis Hollow in the NE 
%, NE %, SE1/4 of Section 34, Township 38 North, Range 17 West. According to the 7.5 
minute HaHaTonka topographic map, the 0.15-mile-long stream segment below this 
confluence appears to be perennial. Thus, the confluence of the unnamed tributary and 
the stream in Jarvis Hollow is considered the probable point of entry (PPE) to surface 
water. Runoff from the Former Hulett Lagoon reaches the Lake of the Ozarks 1.97 miles 
downstream of the site (Reference 43). 


The DGLS geologist noted that the unnamed tributary lost flow in some locations, 
especially when encountering the Gunter Sandstone. However, it was anticipated that any 
flow lost in the streambed would stay in the valley. Very little rainfall is necessary to 
generate surface flow throughout the reach of the stream. The receiving stream for the 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site has not been officially classified by DGLS, but based on 
available reports, the stream should be considered losing. The Gasconade Dolomite that 
forms much of the streambed is not particularly karst. Many nearby streams have been 
classified as losing (Reference 43). 


The 15-mile downstream limit ends near Shepard Cove on the Osage River Arm of the 
Lake of the Ozarks, approximately 29.5 miles above Bagnell Dam. This point is located 
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on the Camdenton, MO 7.5-minute quadrangle; SE %, Section 24, T. 39 N.,R.17W. The 
Osage River flows in a northeasterly direction, toward the Missouri River (References 43; 
3). 


The site is most likely not located in a flood plain, as it is located at an elevation of 
approximately 285 meters above mean sea level, while Lake of the Ozarks is at 198 
meters above sea level (Reference 3). 


5.2 Surface Water Targets 


The Lake of the Ozarks is a 59,520 acre lake classified as a major reservoir. The lake is 
designated for use as livestock and wildlife watering, protection of warm water aquatic life 
and human health/fish consumption, whole body contact recreation, and boating and 
canoeing (Reference 56, pp. 11, 35). There are no drinking water intakes on the Lake of 
the Ozarks (Reference 46, p. 200). 


The federally-listed Endangered gray bat is known to occur on the Lake of the Ozarks in 
Section 2 of T 38 N, R18 W. The bats forage over streams, rivers, and reservoirs in this 
part of Missouri (Reference 57). 


The federally-listed threatened Bald Eagle winters at the Lake of the Ozarks. Bald eagles 
generally forage on fish, dead and dying waterfowl, and carrion. Eagles can be adversely 
affected by heavy metals, bacteria, and other contaminants. Due to the scavenger 
behaviors of the eagle, they often feed on dead or dying prey that may have been 
poisoned in some way or may have elevated bacterial levels. In such cases, eagles can 
be affected through a secondary pathway in the food chain which could harm or kill 
individuals (Reference 58). r 


According to National Wetlands Inventory maps prepared by the U.S. Department of the 
Interior/Fish and Wildlife Service (aerial photography from 1984), the first 0.6 of a mile of 
the creek bordering the lagoon is a wetland. The remaining portion of the creek leading 
to the Lake of the Ozarks may be considered a wetland if emergent hydrophytes are 
present. There are numerous wetlands in and bordering the Lake of the Ozarks (Reference 
59). 


5.3. Surface Water Conclusions 


All surface runoff from the lagoon area enters the tributary to Jarvis Hollow stream that 
borders the west side of the lagoon. This stream received overflow from the lagoon during 
operation; thus TCE was historically released to the creek. However, the stream bed near 
the site is gravel, making sampling impractical. It has been ten years since the lagoon was 
closed; it is unlikely any TCE would be left in any surface material, soil or sediment, 
present in other parts of the stream. Since TCE is a DNAPL, the majority of what entered 
the stream would have infiltrated into the subsurface by now. Current site conditions 
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indicate the risk from any site surface runoff would be low since the TCE found in the soil 
at the lagoon was from the four to seven foot depth. 


6.0 SOIL EXPOSURE AND AIR PATHWAYS 
6.1. Physical Conditions 


The native soil in the vicinity of the Former Hulett Lagoon site was the Clarksville-Gepp 
very cherty silt loam. The Clarksville-Gepp soils are deep, well-drained soils typical of 
sloping uplands. Permeability is moderate. The content of organic material is moderately 
low. The shrink-swell potential is moderate. Grass at the site limits wind erosion 
(Reference 43). 


The one acre former lagoon area is an open field area with grassy vegetation. The only 
structure on-site is Monitoring Well #5, located on the southwest corner of the lagoon's 
former berm. The lagoon area is relatively flat. During closure, the majority of the sludge 
was removed and the berms were tumed into the middle. Apparently, some of the material 
from the hill bordering the southeast and east side of the lagoon was scraped in toward the 
lagoon during closure, but no fill was brought in (Reference 5). 


Access is not restricted to the site; there is no fencing. The gravel access road from West 
Mulberry is not maintained; there are several severe ruts caused from washouts. There 
have been reports that illegal dumping is occurring on Ron Hulett property along the north 
and south side of the access road. There were a few pieces of trash in the lagoon area 
(Reference 5). 


6.2 Soil and Air Targets 


Residential areas are located immediately north and south of the site. North of the site is 
an apartment complex; south of the site is one apartment building and several homes. At 
least two of the apartment buildings in the complex north of the site are within 200 feet of 
the site, as well as the apartment building and one home south of the site (Reference 5). 


The City of Camdenton has an estimated population of 2,544 people (Reference 48, p. 
144). Table 10, on the following page, illustrates the breakdown of the number of people 
estimated to be within a four-mile radius of the site (Reference 60). 
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TABLE 10: ESTIMATED POPULATION 
WITHIN A 4-MILE RADIUS 
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The federally-listed Endangered gray bat is known to occur in Section 2 of T37N, R17W, 
which is between 2 and 3 miles from the site (Reference 57). 


6.3. Soil and Air Conclusions 


All soil samples collected as part of the PA/SI were waste/source samples. The TCE 
contamination in the lagoon is documented in the four to seven foot depth zone. There 
were no surface soil samples collected from the lagoon area because the majority of the 
sludge in the lagoon was removed and the majority of TCE near the surface would have 
volatilized or moved down through the soil profile in the ten years since closure of the 
lagoon. The potential for possible trespasser exposure to any of the TCE contaminated 
soil on the site is considered minimal. There are no people living on site, although there 
are three apartment buildings and one home that are within 200 feet of the site. Access 
to the site is not restricted. The reports of unauthorized dumping in the area near the 
lagoon indicate site security may be warranted. 


7.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 


The Former Hulett Lagoon site is located in the City of Camdenton, 500 feet northeast of 
the intersection of Dawson Road and Sunset Drive. The site is a closed wastewater 
lagoon owned and operated by the City of Camdenton. The Hulett lagoon, approximately 
one acre in size, was one of five municipal lagoons that serviced the City of Camdenton. 
It was the only lagoon that received industrial effluent in addition to domestic sewage. The 
lagoon was in operation from 1961 until its closure in late 1989. 


From 1967 through 1986, Dawson Metal Products (1967 to 1972) and Sundstrand Tubular 
Products (1972 to 1986) operated a manufacturing facility that released untreated 
wastewater into the lagoon. The facility is located approximately 1000 feet southeast of 
the lagoon at 179 Sunset Drive. The untreated wastewater was known to have contained 
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several hazardous waste streams, most notably TCE. During closure in 1989, over 2,000 
pounds of sludge was removed from the lagoon. 


Environmental investigations of the manufacturing facility at 179 Sunset Drive started in 
1990 when Modine Manufacturing Company was considering buying the property. About 
that time DNR received a complaint alleging that 4,500 gallons of TCE had been spilled 
at the facility. Since that time, there have been numerous investigations conducted at the 
179 Sunset Drive facility, including a PA and SI conducted by DNR. The current owner, 
Modine Manufacturing Company, is presently negotiating a Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA) Corrective Action Abatement Order on Consent (AOC) through the 
Permits Section of DNR's HWP. The AOC calls for investigation to determine the nature 
and extent of contamination on the facility property. However, investigation of the Hulett 
Lagoon could not be included in the AOC due to a RCRA domestic sewage exemption. 
Thus, the Former Hulett Lagoon site was referred to Superfund to be addressed under 
CERCLA. 


Waste/Source Sampling 
Although over 2,000 cubic yards of sludge were removed from the lagoon during closure 


in 1989, PA/SI sampling, as well as previous sampling, document that TCE contaminated 

soil still remains in the lagoon area. Three samples, collected for the PA/SI near the 

previous location of the outfall pipe, contained TCE at 9.5 ppm, 0.24 ppm and 0.12 ppm. 

With such high levels of TCE documented in groundwater at the site (1,400 ppb), it is- 
presumed that the majority of TCE, once deposited in the lagoon, has infiltrated into the 

bedrock. However, the TCE contaminated soil that remains in the lagoon may be a 

continuing source of contamination. 


Groundwater 

PA/SI sampling has documented an observed release of TCE to the Ozark Aquifer in the 
area of the Former Hulett Lagoon site. MW-5, located immediately near the lagoon, 
contained TCE at 1,400 ppb. The City of Camdenton’s Mulberry well, located less than 
0.25 of a mile south of the lagoon showed 5.3 ppb TCE during PA/SI sampling. The 
Mulberry well was taken off line on February 2, 1999 due to the TCE contamination. When 
in use during the initial time period when TCE was detected, the Mulberry Well was the 
highest producing well of Camdenton's system, supplying an apportioned 2,107 people. 
There are three wells currently serving the city within two miles of the site. It is estimated 
that the TCE groundwater plume will begin moving toward the city's Blair well now that the 
Mulberry well has been shut off. The cone of depression created by pumping the Blair 
well, located 0.7 of a mile south-southwest, may influence the migration of the plume. The 
City of Camdenton's drinking water wells supply an estimated 3,010 people. 


In addition to the Hulett lagoon, there is another source of TCE contamination that could 
be contributing to the groundwater plume that affected the City of Camdenton's Mulberry 
well. The manufacturing facility at 179 Sunset Drive has also been shown to contain TCE 
contaminated soil as well as TCE contaminated groundwater. The facility is located 
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approximately 500 feet northwest of the Mulberry Well. It is unknown at this time whether 
the Mulberry Well contamination is due in whole or in part to the lagoon contamination. 


Surface Water 

All surface runoff from the lagoon area enters the tributary to Jarvis Hollow stream that 
borders the west side of the lagoon. This stream received overflow from the lagoon during 
operation; thus TCE was historically released to the creek. However, the streambed near 
the site is gravel, making sampling impractical. It has been ten years since the lagoon was 
closed; it is unlikely any TCE would be left in any surface material, soil or sediment, 
present in other parts of the stream. Current site conditions indicate the risk from any site 
surface runoff would be low since the TCE found in the soil at the lagoon was from the four 
to seven foot depth. 


Soil and Air 

The potential for possible trespasser exposure to any of the TCE contaminated soil on the 
site is considered minimal. There are no people living on site, although there are three 
apartment buildings and one home that are within 200 feet'of the site. Access to the site 
is not restricted. The reports of unauthorized dumping in the area near the lagoon indicate 
site security may be warranted. 


8.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 


The TCE groundwater contamination at the Former Hulett Lagoon site warrants remedial 
action. The contamination has already caused the closure of the one of the city's public 
drinking water wells, and the remaining wells are now at risk. Hydraulic control will need 
to be achieved at the source of the plume to prevent the migration of TCE to the other 
nearby wells, specifically the Blair well. Current investigation and remedial actions are 
ongoing at the 179 Sunset Drive facility, however, these activities do not include and will 
not address the Hulett lagoon contamination. 


Although the majority of the sludge from the lagoon was removed, TCE contaminated soil 
remains. This contaminated soil may warrant removal. At a minimum, access to the site 
should be restricted. 


Using the Hazard Ranking System (HRS) to evaluate site conditions, the Former Hulett 
Lagoon site scores above 28.5 and qualifies for proposal. to the National Priorities List 
(NPL). The closing of a public drinking water supply well due to contamination from the 
site is a significant factor in this site evaluation. 
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PHOTOGRAPHS 


PHOTO 1 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site. Camdenton, MO, Camden County. Photo taken on 10/1/74 by Ronnie 
Testerman, MDNR, JCRO. View looking northeast at the Hulett lagoon during operation. The 
northern portion of the lagoon shown in the photo was where influent from domestic sewage entered 
the lagoon. A small amount of the sludge from the Sundstrand influent, which came in on the south 
portion of the lagoon can be seen in the foreground of the photo near the wooden catwalk. 


PHOTO 2 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site. Camdenton, MO, Camden County. Photo taken on 10/1/74 by Ronnie 
Testerman, MDNR, JCRO. View looking east at the Hulett lagoon during operation. The picture was 
taken to show the sludge settling around the influent pipe area from Sundstrand. 


PHOTO 3 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site. Camdenton, MO, Camden County. Photo taken sometime in June or 
July 1989 by Ronnie Testerman, MDNR, JCRO. View looking northeast at the Hulett lagoon during 
the beginning of the closure process. The dewatering had begun, but no sludge had been removed. 


PHOTO 4 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site. Camdenton, MO, Camden County. Photo taken on 12/1/98 by Valerie 
Wilder, MDNR, Superfund. View looking northeast at the former lagoon. Remnants of the road that 
was around the lagoon on its berm can be seen in the foreground. 


PHOTO 5 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site. Camdenton, MO, Camden County. Photo taken on 12/1/98 by Valerie 
Wilder, MDNR, Superfund. Photo taken looking north at the hillside west of the lagoon. The 
apartment complex buildings north of the lagoon can be seen through the trees. 


PHOTO 6 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site. Camdenton, MO, Camden County. Photo taken on 12/1/98 by Valerie 
Wilder, MDNR, Superfund. Photo taken looking south-southeast. The road surrounding the lagoon 
on the berm is seen in the right-hand side of the photo. The former lagoon was in the area in the left- 


hand side of the photo. 


PHOTO 7 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site. Camdenton, MO, Camden County. Photo taken on 1/21/99 by Valerie 
Wilder, MDNR, Superfund. Photo taken looking northeast at Geoprobe work during PA/SI sampling. 


PHOTO 8 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site. Camdenton, MO, Camden County. Photo taken on 1/21/99 by Valerie 
Wilder, MDNR, Superfund. Photo taken looking north-northeast at Geoprobe work during PA/SI 
sampling. The apartment complex north of the lagoon can be seen through the trees. 
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PREscore 4.1 PAGE: 
NPL Characteristics Data Collection Form 


Record Information 


22242422422422442242 


Site Name: Former Hulett Lagoon 
(as entered in CERCLIS) 


Site CERCLIS Number: 
Site Reviewer: Valerie H. Wilder 
Date: 3/26/99 


Site Location: Camdenton/Camden, MO 
(City/County, State) 


Congressional District: 4 
Site Coordinates: Single 


Latitude: 92045'17.0" Longitude: 038600'41.1" 


Setting: Urban 

Current Owner: Municipal 

Current Site Status: Inactive 

Years of Operation: Inactive Site,from and to dates: 1961-1989 
How Initially Identified: RCRA Notification 

Entity Responsible for Waste Generation: 


- Manufacturing 
- Fabr. Struc. Metal Prod. 


Site Activities/Waste Deposition: 


- Surface Impoundment 
- Discharge to Sewer/Surface Water 
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NPL Characteristics Data Collection Form 


Wastes Deposited or Detected Onsite: 
- Solvents 


Response Actions 


22422422422424242242442424242 
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Response/Removal Actions: 


- Drinking Water Well Has Been Closed 


RCRA Information 
{LLLLLL{L[L[L[L[L{i{i{it 


For All Active Facilities, RCRA Site Status: 


- Not Applicable 


Workers Present Onsite: No 


PAGE: 


Distance to Nearest Non-Worker Individual: > 10 Feet - 1/4 Mile 


Residential Population Within 1 Mile: 2143.0 


Residential Population Within 4 Miles: 5928.0 


Local Drinking Water Supply Source: 


- Ground Water (within 4 mile distance limit) 


Total Population Served by Local Drinking Water Supply Source: 


Drinking Water Supply System Type for Local Drinking 


Water Supply Sources: 


3010.0 
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Site Name: Former Hulett Lagoon 
(as entered in CERCLIS) 


Site CERCLIS Number: 
Site Reviewer: Valerie H. Wilder 
Date: 3/26/99 


Site Location: Camdenton/Camden, MO 
(City/County, State) 


Congressional District: 4 


Site Coordinates: Single 


Latitude: 92945'17.0" Longitude: 038¢900'41.1" 


3 _Surface Water “Migration. Pathway Score (Ssw) 3 0.00 3 
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Site names, and references to specific parcels or properties, are 
provided for general identification purposes only. Knowledge 
regarding the extent of sites will be refined as more information 
is developed during the RI/FS and even during implementation of the 
remedy . 


- Municipal (Services over 25 People) 
18. Surface Water Adjacent to/Draining Site: 


~ Stream 


PREscore 4.1 PAGE: 2 
WASTE QUANTITY 


1. WASTESTREAM QUANTITY SUMMARY TABLE, SOURCE: Lagoon 
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PREscore 4.1 PAGE: 3 
WASTE QUANTITY 


2. SOURCE HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY FACTOR TABLE 


3b. Source Type 3 Surface Impoundment 3 


PT 


Secondary Source Type 3 N.A. 3 


d. Source vol. . (yd3/gal) » Source Area (ft2) 3 0.00 3 5445.00 3 
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3£. Source Hazardous Constituent Quantity 3 : 
3 (HCQ) Value (sum of 1b) 3 3 


3h. Source Hazardous Wastestream Quantity 3 
3 (WSQ) Value (sum of if). 3 3 


3k. Source Hazardous Waste Quantity (HWQ) 3 
3 Value (2e, 2£, or 2h) 3 


Source Depth Liquid Concent. Units 
Hazardous Substances (feet) 


Trichloroethylene > 2 YES 1.2E-01 ppm 
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3. SITE HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY SUMMARY 


Constituent or Hazardous 
Migration Vol. or Area Wastestream Waste Qty. 
No. Source ID Pathways Value (2e) Value (2f,2h) Value (2k) 
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1 Lagoon GW-SW-SE-A 4.19E+02 0.00H+00 4.19H+02 
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4. PATHWAY HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY AND WASTE CHARACTERISTICS SUMMARY TABLE 
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3 Soil Exposure: Nearby ?Toxicity 0.00E+00 3 0 3 0 3 


* Hazardous Waste Quantity Factor Values 
** Waste Characteristics Factor Category Values 


Note: SW = Surface Water 
GW = Ground Water 
DW = Drinking Water Threat 


HFC = Human Food Chain Threat 
Env = Environmental Threat 
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(as entered in CERCLIS) 


Site CERCLIS Number: 
Site Reviewer: Valerie H. Wilder 
Date: 3/26/99 
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Site Coordinates: Single 
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Site names, and references to specific parcels or properties, are 
provided for general identification purposes only. Knowledge 
regarding the extent of sites will be refined as more information 
is developed during the RI/FS and even during implementation of the 


remedy . 
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2. SOURCE HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY FACTOR TABLE 


*d. Source Vol. Syaa/ dee) Source Area (ft2)? 0.00 3 5445.00 3 


3f. Source Hazardous Constituent Quantity 3 
2 (HCQ) Value (sum of 1b) 3 3 


3h. Source Hazardous Wastestream Quantity ? 
5 (WSQ) Value (sum of 1f) 3 3 


31. Data Complete? _ NO 3 
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Source Depth Liquid Concent. Units 
Hazardous Substances (feet) 
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Trichloroethylene > 2 YES 1.2E-01 ppm 
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1 Lagoon GW-SW-SE-A 4.19E+02 0.00E+00 4.19E+02 
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4. PATHWAY HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY AND WASTE CHARACTERISTICS SUMMARY TABLE 


> SW: Ricrrerey Flow, | HFC>Tox. /Persis. ./Bioacc. 2.00E+02 3 100 3 10 3 


3 SW: Overland Flow, Env2Etox./Persis./Bioacc. 2.00E+03 3 100 3 18 3 


* Hazardous Waste Quantity Factor Values 
** Waste Characteristics Factor Category Values 
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DW = Drinking Water Threat 
HFC = Human Food Chain Threat 
Env = Environmental Threat 
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regarding the extent of sites will be refined as more information 
is developed during the RI/FS and even during implementation of the 
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2. SOURCE HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY FACTOR TABLE 
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3b. Source Type 3 Surface Impoundment 3 
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3c. Secondary Source Type 3 N.A. 3 
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3d. Source Vol. (yd3/gal)? Source Area 


3f£. Source Hazardous Constituent Quantity 3 3 
3 (HCQ) Value (sum of 1b) 3 3 


7g. Data Complete? 3 NO 3 
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3k. Source Hazardous Waste Quantity (HWQ) 3 4.19E+02 3 
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Trichloroethylene > 2 YES 1.2E-01 ppm 
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Migration Vol. or Area Wastestream Waste Qty. 
No. Source ID Pathways Value (2e) Value (2f, 2h) Value (2k) 
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1 Lagoon GW-SW-SE-A 4.19E+02 0.00E+00 4.19E+02 
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4. PATHWAY HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY AND WASTE CHARACTERISTICS SUMMARY TABLE 


* Hazardous Waste Quantity Factor Values 
** Waste Characteristics Factor Category Values 


Note: SW = Surface Water 
GW = Ground Water 
DW = Drinking Water Threat 
HFC = Human Food Chain Threat 
Env = Environmental Threat 
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3e. Data Complete? 3 NO 2 
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3£. Source Hazardous Constituent Quantity 
3 (HCQ) Value (sum of 1b) 


3h. Source Hazardous Wastestream Quantity 3 
3 (WSQ) Value (sum of 1f) 3 3 
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31. Data Complete? 3 NO 
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3k. Source Hazardous Waste Quantity (HWQ) 3? 4.19E+02 
3 Value (2e, 2f£, or 2h) 3 
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Source Depth Liquid Concent. Units 
Hazardous Substances (feet) 


Trichloroethylene > 2 YES 1.2E-01 ppm 
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3% SITE HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY SUMMARY 
Constituent or Hazardous 


Migration Vol. or Area Wastestream Waste Qty. 
Value (2e) Value (2f£,2h) Value (2k) 


1 Lagoon GW-SW-SE-A 4.19E+02 0.00E+00 4.19E+02 
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4. PATHWAY HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY AND WASTE CHARACTERISTICS SUMMARY TABLE 
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7 _Soil _Exposure: Nearby Hee aed 0.00E+00 3 0 3 0 3 


* Hazardous Waste Quantity Factor Values 
** Waste Characteristics Factor Category Values 


Note: SW = Surface Water 
GW = Ground Water 
DW = Drinking Water Threat 


HFC = Human Food Chain Threat 
Env = Environmental Threat 


DISPOSITION 


POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE SITE NUMBER 


TENTATIVE DISPOSITION 


File this form in the regional Hazardous Waste Log File and submit a copy to: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Site Tracking System; Hazardous Waste 
Enforcement Task Force (EN-335); 401 M St., SW; i ee D.C. 20460. 


A. SITE NAME B. STREET 
Former Hulett Lagoon Dawson Road 


E. ZIP CODE 


| Indicate the recommended action(s) and agency(ies) that should be involved by marking 'X' in the appropriate boxes. 


B, INVESTIGATIVE ACTION(S) NEEDED (If yes, complete Section III.) Le aie ee jee aes 


AS tl set I hay Paar ce Wl 
D. ENFORCEMENT ACTION (If yes, specify in Part E whether the case will be primarily managed by the x 
EPA or the State and what type of enforcement action is anticipated.) 


E, RATIONALE FOR DISPOSITION 
Using the Hazard Ranking System (HRS) to evaluate site conditions, the Former Hulett Lagoon site scores above 28.5 and 
qualifies for proposal to the National Priorities List (NPL). The closing of a public drinking water supply well due to 
contamination from the site is a significant factor in this site evaluation. 


RECOMMENDATION 


F. INDICATE THE ESTIMATED DATE OF FINAL DISPOSITION G. IF ACASE DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS NECESSARY, INDICATE THE 
(mo,day,yr) ESTIMATED DATE ON WHICH THE PLAN WILL DEVELOPED (mo,day, yr) 


September 1999 
} H. PREPARER INFORMATION 
1. NAME 2. TELEPHONE NUMBER 3. DATE (mo., day, & yr.) 


Valerie Wilder lt 751 -8629 March 30, 1999 


A. IDENTIFY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NEEDED TO ACHIEVE A FINAL DISPOSITION. 
The state will attempt to negotiate an agreement for site cleanup with the PRPs. If negotiations are not successful, the 
site will be recommended for listing on the NPL. 


B, PROPOSED INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY (Detailed Information) 


1. METHOD FOR OBTAINING NEEDED 2. SCHEDULED 3. TOBE PERFORMED | 4. ESTIMATED 
ADDITIONAL INFO. DATE OF ACTION | BY (EPA, Contractor, MANHOURS 
(mo,day,& yr) State, Etc.) 


@ TYPE OF INSPECTION 


(1) 


"ele ae: (eet ar 


€ TYPE OF SAMPLING 
(1) 
(2) 


EPA Form T2070-4 (10-79); Revised by MONR/MLW (07/95) Continue On Reverse 


Continued From Front 


(2) 
C, ELABORATE ON ANY OF THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN PART B(on front and above)AS NEEDED TO IDENTIFY ADDITIONAL INVESTIGATIVE WORK. 
D. ESTIMATE MANHOURS BY ACTION AGENCY 


1. ACTION AGENCY 


a, EPA 


; y ‘ 


ig : J : = 2 3 | 


"a 
eB 


= = 


. SHORT TERM/EMERGENCY ACTIONS (On Site and Off-Site): List all emergency actions needed to bring site under immediate control, e.g., restrict access, provide 


1. ACTION } ‘ 3. EST.END | 4. ACTION 6. SPECIFY 311 OR OTHER ACTION; INDICATE 
DATE AGENCY THE MAGNITUDE OF THE WORK REQUIRED. 
mo, day, yr EPA, State, 

Private Party 


Excavation of TCE contaminated soil 
may be necessary 


B, LONG TERM STRATEGY (On Site and Off-Site): List all jong term solutions, €.g., excavation, removal, ground water monitoring wells, etc. See instructions for a list of 
Key Words for each of the actions to be used in the spaces below. 


1. ACTION A . 5 : 4. ACTION 5. ESTIMATED | 6.SPECIFY 311 OR OTHER ACTION; INDICATE 
AGENCY THE MAGNITUDE OF THE WORK REQUIRED. 
EPA, State, 
Private Party 


C. ESTIMATED MANHOURS AND COST BY ACTION AGENCY 


1, ACTION AGENCY 2. TOTAL EST. MAN- 3. TOTAL EST. COST 1, ACTION AGENCY 2. TOTAL EST. MAN- 3. TOTAL EST. COST 
HOURS FOR REMEDIAL FOR REMEDIAL HOURS FOR REMEDIAL FOR REMEDIAL 
ACTIVITIES ACTIVITIES ACTIVITIES ACTIVITIES 
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Locational Data Collection Sheet 


This sheet is used to record required locational data. Attach the Optional Locational Data Collection Sheet if you need to 
record additional information. 
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DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


MEMORANDUM 
DATE: February 1, 1999 
TO: Former Hulett Lagoon and Camdenton Sludge Disposal Technical Files 
FROM: Valerie H. Wilder, Environmental Specialist\\\) 


Site Evaluation Unit, Superfund Section 
Hazardous Waste Program 


SUBJECT: Site Visits/Sampling Events on 
December 1, 16, 1998 and January 21-22, 29, 1999 


December 1, 1998, Site Visits 

On December 1, 1998, | traveled to Camdenton, Missouri, to review city files on the 
former Hulett Lagoon. I went to City Hall and spoke with the mayor, Mr. Elmer Meyer. | 
made copies of the pertinent information on the operation and closure of the Hulett 
Lagoon. Mr. Tom Emry, Camdenton's Sewer Treatment Plant Manager, stopped by the 
city hall to answer some of my questions and help interpret maps. After reviewing the 
files, Mr. Vince Costa, Public Works Director, drove me around and showed me the 
former Hulett Lagoon, the sludge disposal area out near the airport, and all of the city's 
drinking water wells. 


Directions to the Former Hulett Lagoon site: from the intersection of U.S. Highway 54 
and State Route 5 in Camdenton, take State Route 5 northwest for 0.3 of a mile to East 
Mulberry; take a left onto East Mulberry and the first right onto West Mulberry. When 
the paved portion of West Mulberry curves to the left, continue straight onto a gravel 
driveway that leads behind the Ron Hulett Chevrolet-Olds-Buick Jeep/Eagle automobile 
dealership. Stay to the left on a gravel road that leads down to the lagoon. This road is 
not regularly maintained; there are several severe ruts caused from washouts. 


The lagoon was named and most commonly referred to as the Hulett Lagoon, 
apparently due to its proximity to the Ron Hulett automobile dealership that is located at 
249 N. Highway 5. The former Hulett Lagoon is currently an open field area with grassy 
vegetation. Remnants of the former berm and the road that surrounded the lagoon are 
still visible. The lagoon area is generally flat, with surface runoff flowing to the 
northwest and entering an intermittent drainage that travels to the west. There is a 
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monitoring well, installed by Modine Manufacturing's consultant, located just outside 
what would have been the southwest edge of the berm of the lagoon. This is known as 
MW-5. During the closure of the lagoon, apparently, no soil was brought in for the 
mixing. Some soil from the hillside southeast of the lagoon was scraped in to fill the 
void. 


The lagoon is located in a mixed residential/commercial area of Camdenton. It is 
bordered on the north by an apartment complex; on the west by a strip of woods about 
500 feet wide with Dawson Road on the other side; on the east by woods; and on the 
south by a strip of woods and then residences. At least two of the apartment buildings 
in the complex north of the site are within 200 feet of the site, as well as the apartment 
building and one home south of the site. Access to the lagoon area is not restricted. 
There is no fencing or gates. 


Directions to the Camdenton Sludge Disposal Area site: from the intersection of U.S. 
Highway 54 and State Route 5 in Camdenton, take State Route 5 southeast for 4.4 
miles to County Road 5-120; take a left onto CR 5-120, a gravel road, and travel east. 
The disposai area is 0.3 of a mile down the road on the north side. 


The outline of the stockpiling area is faintly discernable today. The spreader used 
during the sludge disposal operation was left on-site and is situated approximately 100 
yards northwest of the stockpiling area. There are no other structures in the area. Most 
drainage for the site flows into a low ditch that runs west to east across the southern 
portion of the site. 


The sludge disposal area is bordered on the south by County Road 5-120; on the north 
by the Camdenton Memorial Airport; on the west by a residence; and on the east by a 
wooded area. The residence at 3499 RR3 is within 400 feet of the western edge of the 
site. Access to the site is not restricted. There is no fencing or gates 


December 16, 1998, Site Visits 

On December 16, 1998, Brian Allen, of the Environmental Services Program, and | 
traveled to Camdenton to visit the two sites and begin planning for the Combined PA/SI 
sampling events that were scheduled for January 1999. We met Mr. Larry Coleman, a 
city employee at the Sewer Treatment Plant, at the sludge disposal site near the airport. 
Mr. Coleman lives just down County Road 5-120 from the sludge disposal site. 

Mr. Coleman told us about the sludge disposal operations that occurred during the 
closure of the Hulett Lagoon in 1989 and 1990. Since Mr. Coleman lived just down the 
road, he saw activity at the sludge disposal area almost daily. He said that the sludge 
was more difficult to spread evenly than the contractors originally anticipated. It didn't 
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dry out completely and would stick together in clumps. Near the end of the process, he 
said the contractor took the last several piles of sludge material and simply dumped 
them into the ditch located about 50 feet north of the circular storage area. It was not 
spread, mixed or disced. 


The following information regarding the sampling events are details that are not 
documented in the Environmental Services Program Sampling Reports. 


January 21, 1999, Sampling Event 
Sampling at the Hulett Lagoon commenced on January 21, 1999. That day, Ron Hulett 


car dealership personnel reported that people often dump trash and junk in the wooded 
area behind their facility that borders the road leading down to the lagoon. There were 
also a few pieces of trash in the lagoon area. 


January 22, 1999, Sampling Event 
Sampling at the Camdenton Sludge Disposal Area site commenced on January 22, 


1999. Green sludge material was encountered in borings Hulett 12 and Hulett 19, from 
the ditch area. 


January 29, 1999, Sampling Event 
Camden County PWSD #2 personnel reported that Well #2 is the primary well that 


supplies 99 percent of the water for the district. 
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General Nature of the County 


This section provides general information about 
Camden County. It describes climate and history and 
development. 


Climate 


Table 1 gives data on temperature and precipitation 
for the survey area as recorded at Camdenton in the 
period 1951 to 1987. Table 2 shows probable dates of 
the first freeze in fall and the last freeze in spring. Table 
3 provides data on length of the growing season. 

in winter, the average temperature is 35 degrees F 
and the average daily minimum temperature is 24 
degrees. The lowest temperature on record, which 
occurred at Camdenton on December 25, 1983, is -20 
degrees. In summer, the average temperature is 77 
degrees and the average daily maximum temperature is 
89 degrees. The highest recorded temperature, which 
occurred on July 14, 1954, is 115 degrees. 

Growing degree days are shown in table 1. They are 
equivalent to “heat units.” During the month, growing 
degree days accumulate by the amount that the 
average temperature each day exceeds a base 
temperature (50 degrees F). The normal monthly 
accumulation is used to schedule single or successive 
plantings of a crop between the last freeze in spring 
and the first freeze in fall. 

The total annuai precipitation is 42.32 inches. Of this, 
25 inches, or about 59 percent, usually falls in April 
through September. The growing season for most crops 
falls within this period. In 2 years out of 10, the rainfall 
in April through September is less than 20 inches. The 
heaviest 1-day rainfall during the period of record was 
4.67 inches at Camdenton on October 13, 1968. 
Thunderstorms occur on about 53 days each year. 

The average seasonal snowfall is about 19 inches. 
The greatest snow depth at any one time during the 
period of record was 16 inches. On the average, 12 
days of the year have at least 1 inch of snow on the 
ground. The number of such days varies greatly from 
year to year. 

The average relative humidity in midafternoon is 
about 60 percent. Humidity is higher at night, and the 
average at dawn is about 80 percent. The sun shines 
65 percent of the time possible in summer and 50 
percent in winter. The prevailing wind is from the south- 
southwest. Average windspeed is highest, 12 miles per 
hour, in spring. 

Tornadoes and severe thunderstorms occur 
occasionally, but they are local in extent and of short 
duration. They may cause damage in scattered areas. 
The amount of damage varies. Hailstorms sometimes 


Soil Survey 


occur in scattered small areas during the warmer part of 
the year. 


History and Development 


Osage and Delaware Indians once inhabited the 
territory now known as Camden County. They built their 
villages on the terraces along major streams, where 
they hunted, fished, and raised corn, beans, and 
pumpkins. In 1827, white settlers began moving into the 
area after the Indians signed a treaty ceding the land to 
the U.S. Government (3). For many years after the 
treaty was signed, the Indians continued to hunt in the 
area. They camped at various places and hunted deer, 
bears, turkeys, and raccoons and other small game. 
They preserved the meat by drying it on scaffolds over 
fires. After 1846, they no longer returned to the area as 
a group (3). 

Ruben Berry and William Pogue were among the 
earliest permanent white settlers in the survey area. 
When they arrived in 1827, they discovered the hull of a 
keelboat submerged in the Osage River (3). Also, a 
wooden fur press was found at the mouth of Linn 
Creek. These artifacts were evidence that French or 
Spanish explorers, hunters, and trappers had also been 
in the area. Other settlers later came to the area from 
Kentucky, Tennessee, and Virginia (8). 

Kinderhook County, which is now known as Camden 
County, was organized in accordance with an act of the 
Legislature and approved by Governor Thomas 
Reynolds on January 20, 1841 (3). A site was selected 
for the county seat on April 12, 1841, in the town of 
Oregon. The county name was changed to Camden 
County by an act of the General Assembly of Missouri 
on February 23, 1843, and the name of the county seat 
was changed from Oregon to Erie. In 1850, the county 
seat was moved from Erie to Linn Creek (3). When Linn 
Creek was inundated by the creation of the Lake of the 
Ozarks, the county seat was moved to its present 
location at Camdenton. 

Because of the cherty soils, limited transportation 
facilities, distant markets, and hilly, forested topography, 
the agricultural enterprises of the area were generally 
limited to part-time livestock farming. Timber was 
harvested mostly for railroad ties, fuel, and building 
material. Other occupations centered around hunting 
and fishing and the handcrafting of necessities for 
subsistence. Some row crops were grown in small 
areas on the stream terraces and flood plains and were 
used as livestock feed. After World War Il, the livestock 
economy was based on the production of unfinished 
feeder cattle (5). Higher cattle prices in the 1960’s and 
1970's made the conversion of timberland to pasture 
profitable. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


4 Visual Site Inspection (VSI) and a Preliminary Assessment (PA) were conducted by Jacobs Engineering Group 
‘Inc. (Jacobs), on behalf of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region VII, at Modine Heat 
‘Transfer, Inc. (MHT) on March 4, 1992. The Modine facility is on Sunset Drive in Camdenton, Missouni, in 
‘Camden County. MHT is a manufacturing facility that produces air conditioning coils and feeder parts from 
‘aluminum and copper tubing. The manufacturing process consists of aluminum and copper cutting and brazing, 
aluminum etching, and, previously, a limited amount of chromium electroplating. 

*, The facility began production in 1967. During the history of the facility, the ownership has changed three times. 
‘Previous owners include Dawson Metal Products, Inc. (1967 to 1974) and Sundstrand Tubular Products (1974 
to 1990). MHT is the current owner/operator. Various types of hazardous waste are generated during the 
manufacturing process including: 1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA); paint waste; wastewater pretreatment sludge; 
solvents; and waste oil. Non-hazardous wastes generated by the facility include: paper; cardboard; scrap metal; 
; .: and general refuse, All wastes are either drummed in 55-gallon barrels, stored in high-capacity storage tanks, 
= shipped to recycling centers, processed by the pretreatment wastewater unit, and released to the city publically- 
'  gwned treatment works (POTW), or stored for reclamation or disposal by contracted services. From 1967 until 
1986, wastes were disposed through mudpits to the Hulett Lagoon, which was owned by the city of Camdenton. 
In 1986, a pretreatment wastewater system was placed on-line, which remains in service. 


Thirty-four Solid Waste Management Units (SWMUs) and four Areas of Concern (AOCs) have been identified 
at this facility. The SWMUs and AOCs identified are: 


SWMU Number 1 
SWMU Number 2 
SWMU Number 3 
SWMU Number 4 
SWMU Number 5 
SWMU Number 6 
SWMU Number 7 
SWMU Number 8 
SWMU Number 9 
SWMU Number 10 
SWMU Number 11 
SWMU Number 12 
SWMU Number 13 


SWMU Number 14 
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Hulett Lagoon 

Mudpits 

Pretreatment Wastewater System/Filter Press 
Tank and Drum Storage Area Number 1 
Drum Storage Area Number 2 

Waste FIN Oil Storage Tank Number 1 
TCA Waste Storage Tank Number 6 
Copper Cleaning Line 

Copper Cleaning Line Scrubber 

Aluminum Cleaning Line 

Large Aluminum Brazing Furnace 

Large Aluminum Brazing Furnace Scrubber 
Small Aluminum Brazing Furnace 


Small Aluminum Brazing Furnace Scrubber 


Number 15 


Number 16 


U Number 17 
Number 18 
U Number 19 
U Number 20 


WMU Number 21 
; Number 22 
U Number 23 
; WMU Number 24 
SSWMU Number 25 
: WMU Number 26 
2: SWMU Number 27 
q WMU Number 28 
“SWMU Number 29 


=. SWMU Number 30 


SWMU Number 33 
SWMU Number 34 
SWMU Number 35 
AOC A 
AOC B 
AOC C 


AOC D 


fe2\c:arcs\d2a7\22\mnt 
k810.wpS 
R292 


Chrome Cleaning Line 
Chrome Cleaning Line Scrubber 
Aqueous Cleaning Bath 


Vapor Degreaser and Still M184 


Vapor Degreaser and Still M185 (Former) 

Vapor Degreaser and Still M185 (New-Location 1) 
Vapor Degreaser and Still M185 (New-Location 2) 
Vapor Degreaser and Still M487 (Former) 

Vapor Degreaser and Still M487 (New) 

Vapor Degreaser and Still M460 (Former-Location 1) 


Vapor Degreaser and Still M460 (Former-Location 2) 


Vapor Degreaser and Still M567 


Vapor Degreaser and Still M394 (Former-Location 1) 
Vapor Degreaser and Still M394 (Former-Location 2) 


Vapor Degreaser and Still M394 (Former-Location 3) 


Two 2,000-Gallon Storage Tanks 
Drum Storage Area Number 3 
Pretreatment/Drum Storage Area 
Non-Hazardous Waste Receptacle 
Scrap Metal Storage Bins 

Fire Training Area 

Raw Materials Storage Area 
Pallet Storage Area 

Tool Crib/Maintenance Area 


Paintline 


The above-listed SWMUs remain active with the exception of SWMU Numbers 1, 2, 4, 5, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 19, 
20, 22, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, and 31. These SWMUs are no longer in operation and, except for a portion of 
SWMU Number 2, have been dismantled or removed from the site. 


Two potential release areas were identified in 1991 by LAW Environmental during an Environmental Site 
Assessment conducted on behalf of the MHT facility. The areas investigated include two former drum storage 
areas (SWMU Numbers 4 and 31) where soil borings revealed elevated levels of hazardous substances. 
LAW recommended further investigation to determine the nature and extent of the contamination. 


The facility holds interim status as a treatment, storage, and disposal (TSD) facility. In March 1992, 
MHT submitted a Revised Closure Plan to the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) in order 
to terminate its interim status. 


The gray bat (myotis griesecens) is the only federal and state-threatened species known to exist within a 15-mile 
downstream distance from the facility. No critical habitats or sensitive environments exist at the facility or are 
within one-half mile. No aquatic critical habitats or sensitive environments exist within 15-miles downstream 
from the facility. 
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‘S SWMU NAME: Hulett Lagoon 


‘$ SWMU DESCRIPTION: The Hulett Lagoon is 1/4 mile northeast of the Modine facility on the east side of 

Dawson Road. The lagoon is owned by the City of Camdenton, Missouri. The lagoon was constructed in 1961 

3 under the State of Missouri Grants Program and is approximately one acre in size. The lagoon was constructed 

: of clay, and its berms were approximately 25 feet wide and 15 feet high. The location of the Hulett Lagoon is 
depicted on Figure 1 as SWMU Number 1 (Reference 15). 


* Modine began utilizing the lagoon in 1967. The facility would release its untreated wastewater and stormwater 
into the lagoon through a series of “mudpits" (SWMU Number 2) via a storm sewer. 


DATES OF OPERATION: The Hulett lagoon was in operation from 1961 until its closure in late 1989. 
The Modine facility utilized the lagoon for its waste disposal system from 1967 through 1986, when the facility 
installed its pretreatment wastewater system. 


In 1988, the City of Camdenton began RCRA closure of the Hulett Lagoon. The sludge was sampled for metals, 
and analytical results are presented in Appendix H. High levels of chromium, lead, and nickel were detected. 
City officials were given several options by MDNR to consider in completing the abandonment and closure of 
the Lagoon within the MDNR Water Resources Program (Appendix I). The option chosen and implemented 
by the city was the subsurface application of sludge from the lagoon by spreading it in place and discing and 
plowing it into the subsurface soils. The berms were then turned in and mixed to a 1:1 ratio with surrounding 
soils. The sludge was then taken by truck to the municipal airport and land-applied at a field near the runway 
' in accordance with the terms of the MDNR correspondence contained in Appendix I. No confirmation samples 
were collected following removal of the sludge. The city is in the process of leveling the site of the former 
lagoon and opening it up for a neighborhood park (Reference 15). It should be mentioned that using this area 
for purposes other than sewage sludge disposal is contrary to the terms agreed upon between MDNR and the 
City of Camdenton. 


WASTES MANAGED: Wastes managed by the Hulett Lagoon included all wastewater, stormwater, and 
aluminum and copper cleaning line wastes from the MHT facility. Information regarding the type and quantity 
of waste distributed and accumulated at the Hulett Lagoon is not available. Potential wastes handled include: 
F001, F006, D001, and D098. 


RELEASE CONTROLS: Release controls at the Hulett Lagoon include clay lining and berms. 
RELEASE HISTORY: The Hulett Lagoon was the site for release of all untreated process wastes from the 
MHT facility. As stated previously, elevated levels of chromium, lead, and nickel were detected in the sludge 


analysis recorded during closure of the lagoon. 


MIGRATION PATHWAYS: The primary migration pathways for contaminants in order of decreasing likelihood 
would be soil, surface water, and groundwater. 


PHOTOGRAPH NO.: 1 and 2 
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"NAME: Mudpits 


+ DESCRIPTION: Four "mudpits” (sumps) were located approximately 10 feet west of the manufacturing 
» The mudpits were approximately 15 feet apart, running from the scrap-metal bins to the 
? tment /drum storage area (SWMU Number 32). Each mudpit consisted of a 4-foot by 4-foot cement 
pproximately 4 feet in depth. Two of the four mudpits no longer exist and are beneath the 
tment/drum storage area. The location of the mudpits is depicted on Figure 3 as SWMU Number 2. 


nudpits were connected by a 6-inch steel line that delivered stormwater, boiler water, chrome, copper, and 
‘num cleaning line waste from the manufacturing process. Each sump received the previous sump’s wastes 
wastewater was discharged into the sewer. The southern-most mudpit was an open pit which collected 
water and stormwater. The second mudpit directly collected aluminum cleaning line waste and stormwater 
the first. The third and fourth mudpits collected copper cleaning line waste in addition to the aluminum 
ing line waste and the stormwater runoff. These four mudpits collectively discharged wastewater into a 
m sewer line which led directly to the Hulett Lagoon (SWMU Number 1)(Reference 12). 


ATES OF OPERATION: The mudpits were in operation from 1967 to 1986. Two of the four mudpits were 
emoved to construct the pretreatment/drum storage area. The two remaining mudpits, which are no longer 
n service, are covered by plywood sheets. 


'(ASTES MANAGED: Wastes managed by the mudpits included wastewater, stormwater, and aluminum and 
copper cleaning line wastes. Information on the type and quantity of waste accumulated and distributed through 
the mudpits is unavailable. Potential wastes handled by these units include: F001, F006, D001, and D098. 


RELEASE CONTROLS: Release controls for the mudpits included the 4-foot by 4-foot concrete sump walls 
which were 6 inches in width. The sumps were covered on the surface by a wooden ply-board which prevented 
precipitation from entering the sumps. The southern-most sump was not covered, however, and did receive 


run-on from the manufacturing building. No other release controls or secondary containment were utilized at 
this SWMU. 


RELEASE HISTORY: There is no record or documentation of any release of materials associated with the 
mudpits during the operation lifetime. 


MIGRATION PATHWAYS: If a release were to occur from the mudpits, the primary migration pathways would 
be soil, surface water, groundwater, and air, in decreasing order of likelihood. 


PHOTOGRAPH NO.: 3 
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INTRODUCTION 


Missour''s Water Quality Basin Plans are a guide to managing the 
quality of the aquatic resources of the state In their simplest form they 
are a set of water quality problems and a corresponding set of actions 
which will correct these problems 

There are only a few basic kinds of water quality problems such as 
organic enrichment from domestic and industrial discharges and from 
livestock, discharges of toxic materials which come from domestic and 
industrial sources, acid runoff or seepage from coal mined lands, highly 
mineralized water (a naturally occurring problem in certain ground- 
waters), and lastly, sediment from erosion of soil or mine tailings 

At any given location, the apparent simplicity of our water problems ts 
complicated by such specifics as the volume of the pollutant discharge 
and its variability, the concentration of specific pollutants and their 
vanability, and the volume of the receiving stream and its variability The 
proximity of other potlutant sources or areas of water use (water based 
recreation areas, drinking water withdrawal points) tends to make a 
problem in a particular location, if not unique, at least discernably more or 
fess severe than a similar problem in another location These plans 
should note which problems are of the highest priority 

In recognizing the need to write management plans for specific 
problem areas, this document divides the state into eight major drainages 
(corresponding to the eight volumes of this document). It then divides the 
eight drainages into 77 basins and presents a specific list of water quality 
problem areas and recommended solutions for each basin 

The first part of each basin plan ts a description of the basin in terms 
of geography, geology, hydrology, and aquatic use potential This descnp- 
tion 1s followed by a detailed inventory of all known actual or potential 
sources of water pollutants The final part of the basin plan 1s a discussion 
of water quality problems and how they affect our water quality goals for 
the basin. and the basin plan itself in the form of tables listing specific 
water quality problems, their sources, and recommended solutions 

Each basin plan consists of the following sections 


BASIN NUMBER 

BASIN NAME 

DRAINAGE AREA 

COUNTIES: (Included partially or wholly within the basin) 


BASIN DESCRIPTION: Geographic limits of the basin and major 
streams within the basin 


LAND USE: Percentage of basin in forest. pasture or cropland urban 
lands, or mined lands 


CLASSIFIED STREAMS: Missour''s water quality standards (CSR 
1981) recognize three kinds of surface waters 


P1 Reservoirs, Lakes, Sloughs. Backwaters. and other impounded 
waters 

P Permanently flowing streams 

C Streams which may cease flow during prolonged dry weather but 
maintain permanent pools which act as refuges for aquatic life and 
provide drinking water for livestock and wildlife 


HYDROGEOLOGY: A description of the surficial and underlying 
geologic strata and how they influence water movement within the basin 


GEOLOGIC CROSS SECTION DIAGRAM: This diagram shows the 
geologic strata from the surface to a depth of at least 500 feet. indicates 
how deeply stream valleys incise these strata, and indicates how much 
water Is discharged by known springs from each of these strata 


STREAM FLOW: Stream flow data are taken from USGS records 
There are several flow statistics or descriptions used in water manage- 
ment Those included in the stream flow table which may require 
explanation are 

Mean flow The arithmetic average flow That is, the sum of all flows 

divided by the number of flow measurements. 

Median flow The flow which is exceeded exactly 50% of the time. 

7 day-Q10 flow The lowest average flow for a seven consecutive day 

period with a recurrence interval of ten years. 

7 day-Q2 flow. The lowest average flow for a seven consecutive day 

period with a recurrence interval of two years 


STREAM USES (CSR, 1981): Missoun recognizes nine beneficial 
uses of the state's waters. Based on numerous public meetings. user 
surveys and other studies, each classified stream tn the state (Class P1 
P. or C), or segment thereoft, has a list of uses appropriate to that stream 
The Mississspp: and Missour! Rivers and Shoal Creek (Jasper and 
Newton Counties) have the most recognized uses (seven), a few streams 
which are badly polluted. like Turkey Creek (Jasper County), have none. 

The nine beneficial uses are: (1) Irrigation of croptands. (2) Livestock 
and wildlife watering, (3) Protection of aquatic life and fishing. (4) 
Coldwater sport fishery (trout fishing), (5) Whole body contact recreation 
(Swimming, water sking, skin diving), (6) Drinking water supply. (7) 
industrial process and cooling water; (8} Commercial fishing, (9) Limited 
water contact recreation (canoeing, boating) 


LAKE USES (CSR, 1981): All classified lakes and reservoirs (P1) are 
identified and thet beneticral uses {isted A lst of all lakes and reservoirs 
(including unclassified ones) greater than 50 acres 1s given. showing 
location, size, and mayor use(s) 

This section also gives the totat number of lakes and reservoirs 
inventoried by the dam safety program (generally those reservoirs 
greater than 2 acres in area), the range in size, and the mean and median 
lake area 
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WITHDRAWALS: This section indicates whether or not there are 
public drinking water withdrawals from surface waters in this basin and 
which streams or reservoirs these withdrawals are taken from 


POPULATION: 1980 population data are given as 1s the population 
change from 1970 to 1980 This section also makes projections of future 
population trends 


WATER QUALITY DATA: Important sources of water quality informa- 
tion for the basin are listed Other information referenced within the basin 
plans but not listed here appear in a bibliography at the end of each of the 
eight volumes 


ENDANGERED SPECIES: Any animal species which should be 
noted by an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) or a Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI!) are included Either an ES or a FONSI 1s 
required for any construction activity that uses federal funds 


BASIN MAPS: There are two basin maps The first shows the 
classitied stream network, those unclassified streams having an NPDES 
or Non-NPDES facility, and the unclassified headwaters of classified 
streams It also shows Stream names, county lines. the location and sizes 
of all NPDES discharges and other potentially significant sources of water 
pollution. Solid stream lines are classified “P”, dashed stream lines are 
classified “C", and dot-dashed stream lines are unciassified The letter- 
number code 1s explained in Table 1 

The second map shows the drainage network and the location of! 
towns, petroleum and ammonia pipelines, and active railroads. It also 
shows losing stream segments as heavy dotted lines {Where there ts 
contradictory information on stream names, the names appearing on 
USGS 7 5- or 15-minute topographic maps are used ) 


OTHER MAPS: A few basins have additional maps which give more 
detailed information on location, size, and condition of tead-zinc and 
dante taihngs areas. 


LOW FLOW DIAGRAM: This diagram is a schematic map of the 
basin which shows all classified streams and all potentially significant 
discharges 

All streams are shown as vertical lines and are drawn to scaie for 
actual stream tength Solid lines are Class P streams, dashed lines are 
Ciass C streams, and alternating dots and dashes are unclassified 
streams The width of the vertical lines of Class P streams are drawn to 
scale tor volume of flow at the 7 day-Q10 

Honzontal lines are not stream segments, but they mark the location 


of inflow of discharges or tnbutaries to a stream Volume of tnbutary. 


inflows or discharges are also estimated flows tor the 7 day-Q10, and 
these numbers follow the name of the tributary or the discharge on the 
horizontal line Numbers appearing on the vertical stream lines are 
calculated 7 day-Q10 values 

Stream segments known or believed to be affected by discharges are 
indicated 


Lakes and reservoirs are drawn to ther approximate shape The 
length of the impoundment can be found by scaling the distance along the 
center line of the impoundment The outlines of reservoirs have two lines 
The inner tine indicates the boundaries of the normal use poo! and ihe 
outer line the flood pool. 


INVENTORY TABLE: This table lists all NPDES permitted discharges 
in the basin, other potential waste or wastewater sources, and surtace 
withdrawals for public drinking water supplies “S" “T” ‘R™ refers to 
“Section”, “Township”, and “Range” {f there ts no direction after the 
range, it is assumed to be “West”. 


WATER QUALITY PROBLEMS, POINT SOURCE: Point source 
problems have been identified through physical and chemical water 
quality monitoring by the Department of Natural Resources and several 
other organizations, and by visual surveys and surveys of the benthic 
plant and animal communities of streams These latter surveys are 
conducted primarily by the Departments of Conservation and Natural 
Resources 


WATER QUALITY PROBLEMS, NON-POINT: SOURCE: Non-point 
source water quality problems have been quantified. where possible. by 
Section 208 planning activities which took place between 1978 and 1982 
Soil erosion and sediment delivery studies were made by SCS and 
USGS Lead-zinc mining related impacts were studied by USGS. the 
Departments of Conservation and Natural Resources. and the University 
of Missoun, Rolla Inventories of lead-zinc, coal. and barite mining areas 
and their reclamation states were made by the Department of Natural 
Resources 


BENEFICIAL USE ATTAINMENT: This section evaluates existing 
in-stream water quality and whether or not it meets the standards 
required for the beneficial uses identified in that basin 


SUMMARY TABLE OF POINT SOURCE PROBLEMS AND MAN- 
AGEMENT NEEDS: All municipal facilities are listed as are any non- 
municipal NPDES permitted discharges that are, or are suspected of 
Caustag water quality problems in receiving streams. Length of affectéo 
segment, classification of affected segment (permanent flow (P), perma- 
nent pools and intermittant flow (C), and completely dry stream bed 
during dry periods (U) ). a recent permit compliance record and 
recommended DNR action to alleviate the problem are all included in this 
table The severity of rmpacts were described as attected (aff) or polluted 
(poll) A polluted length had a partially or totally impaired use An affected 
length had a noticeable affect but uses were not impaired 


SUMMARY TABLE OF OTHER PROBLEMS AND MANAGEMENT 
NEEDS: This table hsts all known or suspected water quality problems 
arising from sources that do not hold NPDES permits Soil erosion. 
stream channelization, drainage from abandoned mined lands or animal 
confinement areas are common non-NPOES source problems The 


problem. the stream segment affected. cause, and the recommended 
DNA action to alleviate the problem are included in the table 


Volume 4 contains Basins 30-46 which include all streams in the 
Osage and Gasconade River System 

The streams of the western part of the Osage River basin nse in 
Kansas or extreme western Missouri and flow through a flat prairie land of 
sow crops and pastures Although most of the area has not been 
glaciated, its underlain by Pennsylvanian rock which retards downward 
movement of water to the groundwater Thus most rainfall runs off the 
surface of the land rather than soaking in. There are short periods of high 
stream (low during and immediately atter rains, and streams have low or 
no flow during dry periods Groundwaters are recharged very slowly, 
groundwater movement Is slow, and wells generally yield small amounts 
of water which are uSually very mineralized 

The streams further eas! are in unglaciated terrain underlain by older 
limestones and dolomites There 1s more movement of water to the 
subsurface, thus baseflows of streams are greater and wells usually have 
good yields of potable water 

The Osage system contains four large reservoirs which are a major 
focal point for fishing, camping, boating, and swimming in the state The 
Gasconade River ts totally unimpounded and ts an excellent river for 
canoeing and float fishing for smalimouth bass. The four large reservoirs 
have reduced stream habitat in the basin but have replaced it with lake 
habitat Thus the potential fishery has been increased but the presence 
and operation of the reservors. particularly Truman Reservorr. threatens 
to reduce this fishery 

Except in western Missour: where soil erosion causes instream 
turbidity and some loss of aquatic habitat. nonpoint pollution sources are 
not significant factors in aquatic habitat degradation 
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NPDES Inventory 


FACILITY 


Municipa! Discharges 


wi 


we 


W3 


W4 


W5 


W17 
wis 
wig 
w2o 
wai 


we22 
Ww23 
W24 
wes 
We26 


W27 
W268 


Camdenton Lgn #1 
CP White 

Camdenton Lgn #2 
Cedar Str 

Camdenton Lgn #3 
Factory Rd 

Camdenton Lgn #5 
Clint Ave/Wilkerson Ave 

Camdenton Lgn. #6 
Parish Subd 


Cole Camp STP 
Lincoln Lgn (E) 


Linn Creek STP 
Warsaw STP 


Non-Municipal Discharges 


Skyline Motel 

Shoretine Motel 
Alhonna Resort 

Gold Nugget Junction 
Camdenton Med Center 


Point Breeze Resort 
Osage Beach Elem School 


Lodge of the Four Seasons 


Tan-Tar-A Resort 
Tan-Tar-A Estates 

Lake Osage Apartments 
Camp Sabra 


Waters Edge Condo 


Fawn Valley Commun 
Kirkwood Lodge 
Hawk Nes Lodge 
Headwaters Motel 
Harbor Houses Condo 


Mariner's Cove Subd 
Ft Leonard Wood 

Rec Area (S) 
Ft Leonard Wood 

Rec Area (N) 
Windjammer Condo 
Town and Country Motel 


Osage Beach Skelly 

Fifty-eight Facets 
Spa Resort 

Eagle Point Condo 


Location Facility Type 
STAR Recelving Stream County or Waste Char. 


NW SE 35,38.17 


NW SE 25,38,17 


SW SW 24,38,17 


Ctr E W 24,38,17 


Ctr. NS 19,38,16 


NE SE 34,43,21 
NE NW 26,42.22 


SE SW 8.38.16 
NE SE 16,40.22 


NW 6,39,15 
SW 19,.40,15 
SE NE 25,40,17 
NE 28,39,16 
SW 14,38,17 


NE 11,39,16 
S 6.39.15 


SW SW 27,40.16 


SE SE 7,39.16 
SW SE 7,39,16 
SW SW 1,39,16 
NE SW 7,40.16 


NW NW 34.40.16 


NE NE 5§,39.18 
S$ 6.39.15 

NW SE 11,39.16 
SW 22,40,22 

SE NE 33.41.17 


SW 11,39,16 
NW NW 32,39,15 
NE NE 30,39,15 
NE NE 21,40.16 
SE SE 10,39,16 
SW SE 16.39.16 
SW SE 19.40,16 


28.40.16 


TABLE 31-1—LAKE OF THE OZARKS 


Racetrack Hollow 

Trib to Lake of the Ozarks 
Tnb to Jarvis Hollow 
Possum Hollow Ck 


Tb. toS Fk 
Linn Ck 


Cole Camp Creek 
Tab to Cole Camp 
* Creek 

Linn Creek 

Lake of the Ozarks 


Lake of the Ozarks 
Lake of the Ozarks 
Lake of the Ozarks 
Tnb to Lake Ozarks 
Possum Hollow 


Lake of the Ozarks 
Trib: to Lake of the Ozarks 


Lake of the Ozarks 


Lake of the Ozarks 
Lake of the Ozarks 
Lake of the Ozarks 
Lake of the Ozarks 


Lake of the Ozarks 


Lake of the Ozarks 

Tnb to Lake of the Ozarks 
Lake of the Ozarks 

Trib to Lake of the Ozarks 
Soap Ck 


Lake of the Ozarks 
Lake of the Ozarks 


Lake of the Ozarks 


Lake of the Ozarks 
Trib to Lake of the Ozarks 
Lake of the Ozarks 
Lake of the Ozarks 


Lake of the Ozarks 


Camden 
Camden 


Camden 


2-c lagoon 
2-¢ lagoon 
1-c lagoon 
2-c lagoon 


1-c¢ lagoon 


Oxidation Ditch 
1-c lagoon 


1-¢ lagoon 
3-c lagoon 


1-c lagoon 

Sept tanks ¢ 

septic tank’s.f 

1-c lagoon 

1-c lagoon (Hg, Ba. Ag limits) 


septic tank/s f 
septic tanlvs f 


activ sludge 


Rotating Bio-Media 
extended aeration 
extended aeration 
1-cell lagoon 
septic tank/s f 
extended aeration 


extended aeration 
septic tank/s f 
extended aeration 
1-c lagoon 

1-¢ lagoon 


extended aeration 
2-c lagoon 
3-c lagoon 
extended aeration 
extended aeration 
extended aeration 


extended aeration 


extended aeration 


NPDES 
Permit No. 


0048569 
0048585 
0048577 
0048607 


0048593 


0056626 
0044199 


0054712 
0049239 


0083470 
0083488 
0083399 
0083313 
0083305 


0083267 
0082988 


0082171 


0081937 
0081965 
0081931 
0056324 


0054348 


0054071 
0044768 
0101168 
0043982 
0034151 


0034004 
0029777 


0029769 


0100471 
0100889 


0101443 
0099988 


0099805 
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Waste Trt. 
Mgnt. Area 


Camdenton 


Cole Camp 


Lincoln (E) 
(1-c lagoon in 
Basin 34) 


Linn Ck 


Warsaw 


Type Sewerage 


Facility 
2-c lagoon #1 


(C P White) 


2-c lagoon #2 
(Cedar St) 


1-c lagoon #3 
(Factory Rd.) 


1-c lagoon #4 
(Wilkerson Ave ) 


1-c lagoon #5 
(Clint Ave.) 


1-¢ lagoon #6 
(Parish Subd.) 


Oxidation 


ditch 


1-c lagoon 


1-c¢ lagoon 


3-c lagoon 


TABLE 31-2—SUMMARY OF POINT SOURCE IMPACTS AND MANAGEMENT NEEDS 


Receiving Water Impacts 


No impact 
82 


No impact 
82 


No impact 
82 


No impact 
82 


No impact 
82 


No impact 
82 


Reduced 
benthos., 
discoloration 
83 


Aesthetic 
problems 
82. 83 


Unknown 
due to 
gravel 
dredging 
operation 


Green 
water, 
reduced 
benthos 
83 


Observed 


0-10U | Poll 


Freq. Non- 
Com- 
pliance 


x12 


Management 


Needs’ 
Priority 


Eliminate, 
regional 
facility/Low 


Etiminate, 
regional 
factlity/Low 


Eliminate, 
regional 
facility 


Eliminate 
regional 
facility/Low 


Eliminate, 
regional 
facility/Low 


Eliminate. 
regional 


facility/Low 


Proper O&M/Low 


Eliminate 
and replace 


with 3-c lagoon/Low 


Upgrade or 
replace/Low 


Expected 
Beneficial 
Use tmprovement 


Public health 
benefit 


Public health 
benelit 


Public health 
benefit 


Public health 
benefit 


Public health 
benefit 


Minor aesihetic 
improvement, 
improved aq 
habitat 


Minor aesthetic 
improvement 


Future DNR 
Monitoring Recommended 
Needs Action 
Low-flow Refer to 
survey after Grants 
upgrade Admin Sect. 
Low-flow Refer to 
survey after Grants 
upgrade Admin. Sect. 
Effluent Refer to 
analyses for Grants 
toxic metals Admin. Sect. 
and organics 
Low-flow Refer to 
survery after Grants 
upgrade Admin Sect 
Low-flow Refer to 
survey after Grants 
upgrade Admin. Sect. 
Low-flow Refer to 
survey after Grants 
upgrade Admin. Sect. 
Low-flow Continued 
survey 84 observation 
by R.O. 
Low-flow Refer to 
survey after Compliance 
upgrade and Grants 
Admin. Sects. 
Low-flow Refer to 
survey after Compliance 
upgrade Sect. 
Low-flow Continued 
survery after observation 
upgrade by RO 
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JOHN ASHCROFT vimision “ sndroanenta Quality 
Gowimiat Division of Geology and Land Survey 
oeecKs Division of Management Services 
FREDERICK A. BRUNNER : 
_ Director STATE OF MISSOURI fee Dee 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
Jefferson City Regional Office 
1001A Southwest Boulevard 
P.O. Box 176 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 
314-751-2729 
June 20, 1986 1.720 Camdenton 


Ms. Trudy Marco 
Grants Coordinator 
City Hall 

P.O. Box 399 
Camdenton, MO 65020 


Dear Ms. Marco: 

Enclosed is the report and checklist from the audit of your approved 
Pretreatment Program implementation, as conducted by Leora M. Reising of my 
staff. If you have any questions concerning this report please call Leora M. 
Reising or Jerry Croy at (314) 751-2729. 

Sincerely, 

JEFFERSON CITY REGIONAL OFFICE 


(flee 


B.R. Kesler 
Regional Administrator 


BRK/LR/ko 
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cc: Water Pollution Control Program, Attn: Rich Kuntz 
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Pretreatment Compliance Audit 
City of Camdenton 
NPDES Permit Numbers 
C.P. White - MO-0048569 
Dump - MO0-0048S85 
Hulett - M0-0048577 
Wilkerson-Clint - MO-0048607 
Parish - MO0-0048593 


June 20, 1986 - 


On April 15, 1986 an audit was conducted of the Industrial Pretreatment Program 
as implemented by the City of Camdenton, Ms. Trudy Marco and Mr. D. Roger Elder 
represented the city and Ms. Leora M. Reising represented the Missouri 
Department of Natural Resources. 


The City of Camdenton received approval to implement the Industrial 
Pretreatment Program on September 26, 1983 by the Missouri Department of 
Natural Resources. The City of Camdenton operates five lagoons. However, only 
one lagoon is of interest to the Industrial Pretreatment Program, that is the 
Hulett (a.k.a. Factory) lagoon. 


EINDINGS: 


The City of Camdenton has jurisdiction over their entire collection and 
treatment system. They operate five lagoons, only one receives an industrial 
waste. The Hulett lagoon receives the waste from Sunstrand Tubular Products, 
Inc. 


Sunstrand Tubular Products, Inc. is a manufacturer of aluminum and copper 
components and heat transfer coils for air conditioners, used in homes, 
automobiles, and various industries. The manufacturing process consists of 
aluminum and copper cutting and brazing, aluminum etching, and a small amount 
of chromium electroplating They have installed a pretreatment system to remove 
heavy metal components from their wastewater primarily from the aluminum 
etching process. The system was finished prior to the pretreatment audit but 
the reagent tanks were still being filled so {t was not in operation. 


The City of Camdenton has not developed their sampling, inspection, and 
permitting procedures. They need to address a variety of topics in their 
pretreatment program. An increase in personnel familiar with pretreatment 
and/or sampling and tracking procedures would be helpful. Parts of the program 
could be contracted to consultants. 


The city personnel involved have been very conscientious but they are working 
with a handicap of not enough time and resources. 


1}. Establish, document, and implement formal sampling procedures. 


2. Pursue enforcement actions as specified by the federal pretreatment 
regulations. 


Pretreatment Compliance Audit 
City of Camdenton 

June 20, 1986 

Page two 


3. Establish local limits with regards to production rates, method of waste 
treatment, method of sludge disposal, and NPDES discharge limits. 


4. Have adequate personnel available or on contract for sampling, analyzing, 
monitoring, tracking, and enforcing the pretreatment program. 


5. Up-date city ordinances and policies with any changes in the federal 
pretreatment program. 


Submit all changes of your sewer use ordinance and pretreatment program to 
the Department of Natural Resources for approval. 


Or 


Should you have any questions please call the Jefferson City Regional Office at 
(314) 751-2729. 


Submitted By: Approved By: 

Leora M. Reising . B.R. Kesler 
Environmental Specialist Regional Administrator 
LR/ko 
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INSPECTED BY __h eo. M. Revsineg : DATE oF AUDIT _4//6 / 86 


1. 
(A) 
(C) 


(D) 


(E) 
(F) 
(G) 
(H) 


POTW PRETREATMENT PROGRAM AUDIT 


NAME OF PERMITIEE: _CATY OF CAMDES“ION (B) NPDES #M0-0049577 
MAILING ADDRESS: ___¢ITY HALL _ Hucerr (AKA. Factor) 


P.0. Bor 399 


ee 
CAMpWtorn MoO 65010 
POTW ADORESS: _wowe 


POTW REPRESENTATIVE: _O-@OGER €Er0eR 

TITLE: __ C\TY AOMwIsTmATOR : 
TELEPHONE NO: (314). 34-3400 000 ; 
PRETREATMENT PROGRAM APPROVAL DATE: _9 /26/_ 8&3 

PREVIOUS PRETREATMENT AUDIT: / / NoWwE 


2. POW Information 


(A) 
(B) 
(C) 
(D) 
(E) 


(F) 


DESIGN DRY WEATHER FLOW 24,500 GO +t 
AVERAGE ANNUAL FLOW (mgd) 


PERCENT INDUSTRIAL FLOW _ LA KWowy a 

SEWER SYSTEM: SEPARATE _* | OOMBINED 

LEVEL OF TREATMENT: Primary......-scscccseee _ TYPE: 
SECONdArY..ccccccsvecee K. LACoOW 
Advanced Secondary..... 
Tervlaryc sc visicsasues eee 

METHOD OF SLUDGE DISPOSAL: wor APPL. 


3. Summary of Program Evalvation (S) (U) (R) N/A 


(A) 
(B) 
(C) 
(D) 
(E) 
(F) 


Legal Authority. ...ccccccccscccccscsces 
Local: Gimits eis ccsiaice's:c.6:0 6 0:0 0 3i006.5'0'e'0 0% 
Inspection and Monitoring Procedures... 
Control Mechanism and Enforcement...... 
POTW Records and Public Participation.. 
Program Resources... ...cccccccccccccceee  __ 


X 


adean 
Baeee 


(S) - Satisfactory (U) - Unsatisfactory 


(R) - Revisions to Program Needed 


1. 


3. 


LEGAL AUTHORITY 
POTW Jurisdiction 
(A) Are all industrial contributions within 
the POTW's jurisdiction... cccccccccccccccccsves 


(B) Is this jurisdictional situation as documented 
in the approved pretreatment program.....ccccee 


If not, have legal agreements/contacts been 
entered into with new jurisdictions........ee. 


(C) Are exiting pretreatment agreements with 
contributing jurisdictions proving to be 


effective for regulating IUs in those 
jurisdictions........ CCR RN eT I ee 


COMMENTS : 


Sewer Use Ordinance (SUO) 


(A) Is the current SUO identical to that in the 
approved pretreatment program.....scccccccsces 


If not, were revisions approved by the State 


BE 


[>< 


If not, did unapproved changes occur to sections on: 


General Prohibitions. .....cccccccccncccnscece 
Specific Prohibitions.....ccscccccacccccccce 
Local Limits.....ccsscccccccscccscccaseceses 
Categorical Standards.......cscccccccaccccce 
Control MechanismG.....cccccccccccccccccscce 


Compliance & Enforcement.....ccecccccccsccee 
Confidentiality Requirements.......ccccscseces 
Special Agreements/Waivers.....csccccecccccs 


ooogooo0o0da0o0os0 


COMMENTS : i‘ : 
Qyweso SWOU eas Vergo. 


Summary Evalvation of Legal Authority 
COMMENTS: 


Inspection, Surveillance & Monitoring...... a 


(S) 


3 of $0. 
LOCAL LIMITS 
1. Status eons Se, 

(A) Does the POTW have local limits.........ee0.6 Mie, ee 
If yes, are local limits technically based..... 0 _X_ 

(B) Do local limits exist for: 
BOD. 2 ccccccscccce ROR RRO OC RT Tee ebiele'e se gh - 8 
ASS cous eaten our a eediagisisa eo sesso tsis ey is San eee 
Ammonia...cssceee ewan ia erasers ieie-u.0;elb o10 Siaze aete sel siestee cca TiN St 
Cadmium.........4. BNO eS, Se iWele Cleieiele\ trees wieveleisieieeseeS acc ti 
Chromium (T)......-2-200- ce cccccnccescccsscccsce KR _ 
Chromium (VI)... cece wenn o'8ie s/e ee ee eT ie eee «ee 
COPPER 6.6500le eo ee siciee e's deem ce nncccccccccccscccee KX 
Cyanide........ 95 bia oe eta ece Hib oseaieeis. SeGsieeweil ewes ose. soon 
Mercury......-.cee- temo c ene ccccrescccccceeevccos 
Nickel............ cece eames ecccccccesesccsesecs I |= 
Silver...sccencceece oie ae ere eee ee Sie lace lave reate Bemeen city) 
Zinc...se6- ee ncccccee cere rcccccreccaccccccccees KF 
Phenols... .csccccccaccsccccce Come ccccccccccccees 
Chiorinated Hydrocarbons (T)...-cccaceccecccsee ~ _ 
Other... ceeesecceece Cece cece ccc cnccscccsvccses , 

If yes specify ot\iarecse 
(C) Are removal credits employed.......scccccccccee ___ mS 


(D) If there is more than one POTW treatment plant, 
are the local limits established specifically 
for each DLAI o:iiexs. oes 0:3 06.0 -0'aelele 6 wiavaerauia'ereecsiacd & it 


COMMENTS : as : 


2. Categorical Industries 


(A) Number of industries affected by Categorical 
Standards.... 


eoeereweceec ase ee seeeeeeeeceseeeennee 


(B) Number of industries using the combined waste 
Stream formula........ccecsccncccee eececcceeee UV 
(C) Number of industries with production based 
OS Ty Go a ee ere Bia/eierele aeleters lees bibve ete Oo 


(D) Are there categorical industries in the 
system for which the categorical standard is 
more stringent than the locally established 


Tide ieiacs dhe aadaeeas eee eee pee chupecs tt 1K 


If yes: Ig the more stringent limit in the 
control mechanism......... 


COMMENTS : 


Effectiveness of Local Limits 


(A) Is POTW consistently meeting NPDES limits.... 


sees. ee 


(B) Has the POTW been free from industrial 
inhibition/upsets....ccccccscccccccaccccccces Ss 


(C) Are water quality standards being met........ Unlenown 


(D) Has the POTW been free of sludge 
contamination problems...... Se ee ee ee : X : 


(E) Has toxicant sampling of POTW influent, 
effluent and sludge been conducted during 
the last year....... eee X 


(F) Does the POTW conduct blomonitoring 
analyses of the effluent... ..ccccccccccccccce WK ROU™ 


COMMENTS : 


Summary Evaluations of Local Limits 
(S) (U) (R) 


COMMENTS: : . 
Sunihe_a oe he practi. 4 
Seppaapenntnk on ch A AK oprckig +. 


INSPECTION AND MONITORING PROCEDURES 


General 
(A) How many facilities were inspected in the 
last year e@eeeneeeeseeeee @eeeeeeneeveaeeeeoeeeeeee eee ie joo% 
(B) How many facilities were sampled in the last 
year eeeevoevvveeeveeeeseee ee 8 POOL OES OO. 0 .:.0'O 8 O18 068 00:8. 010 Oo oO % 
(C) What percentage of Inspections were . 
BDNNOUNGE] 6 6: 6-esee: 0 :0:s.06 a eo wb bebo 6 5.b 1010.66: w b.6's 4.0 016-6 oe wore oOo % 
(D) What percentage of sampling visits were 
announced......... Coc rece rn encsecnscccencersersesee mia vA 
COMMENTS : 
Procedures 
Yes No 
(A) Are formal sampling and inspection procedures 
established........... IN re CRI ea x 
(B) Are \nspectors provided with safety equipment ‘K 
(C) Are samples split with industry personnel.... mA 
(D) Are all samples properly preserved..... Selcveceie A 
(E) Are chain-of-custody procedures employed..... ad Uo 
(F) Do all analyses conform to EPA methodologies. va 
(G) Is there a QA/QC program for sample analyses. lida 


COMMENTS : She wy rows werk tobi pempin ot 


Su— 


Summary Inspection and Monitoring Evaluation 


COMMENTS : 


(S) (U) 


mis See 


QONTROL MECHANISM AND ENFORCEMENT 


Indicate the type(s) of control mechanism employed: 


1. 


(B) 


(C) 


(D) 


Permit System...... ae lecbieie ese ‘ 
ContractS....--see0 daew mele ace 
Sewer Use Ordinance......... x 


QUE ciccceccineescewoecweete Specify: 


trol hanis 


Is the control mechanism as described in the 
Approved PrOETaM... cece secccccccnccaccsnvcsaces 


Are all significant industrial users regulated 
through the control mechanism. .....sceccccccece 


Are permits/contractsa: 

o For a limited duration... . ccc cc cen ewe neencce 
Non-transferrable....cccccccrccnsnccnvnncces 
REVOCADL Ga ncie. cecilia eb. oiele. See wee ie oleae ieee avavere 
Able to be modifled..... cc cence ccccncanccuce 


oo00 


permits/contracts: 

Contain local limits... ...cccccacaccccucccces 
Contain categorical standards.......cceccceae 
Contain compliance schedules.......ceccccece 


Oe Oe 


COMMENTS : 


Noncomp] iance and Enforcement 


(A) 


(B) 


How many categorical industrial users (CIUs) 
were found to be out of compliance with local 
or categorical discharge limits (whichever is 


Pike ah ees 
| 


III 
Il | 


more stringent) during the past year.......... | 


How many of these CIUs regained compliance 
during the same period of time.....ccccccecccce 


How many significant industrial usera (SIUs) 
were found to be out of compliance with local 
discharge limits during the past year......... 


How many of these SIUs regained compliance 
during the same period of time... ....cccccwcce 


nos 


—, 


5 


| 
| 


LTT | 


N/A 


PrP KERR 


2 of 
(C) List enforcement actions taken to bring violators into compliance. 


How many times 


Administrative 


ie 


Verbal warning 

Written warning 

Notice of violation letter 
Compliance schedule 

Revoke permit 

Termination of service 
Other (specify) 


ooaooadaoao 


LITT) Re B 


angel 


Legal 


Consent decree 
Civil penalties 
Criminal penalties 
Injunctive relief 
Other (specify) 


00o0o0o0o0 
Psbsbx[xP> 


(D) How many IUs are currently operating under 
a compliance shcedule to correct discharge 
VIOLStLONS SS d vie lee ave ole else's ew bere Sie 6 Seo b6 bia o ebleMe \ 


(E) What percentage of all IUs regulated under 
the POTW pretreatment program are in compliance 
with pretreatment standards at the present time _O 


COMMENTS: 


Summary Control] Mechanism & Enforcement Evaluation (S) (U) (R) 
COMMENTS: a 


U Wast Vv 
(A) Is the IWS perlodically updated. .cccascccccccscccs 


(B) Have all new industrial discharges been 
adequately characterized. ..cccccccccccccccccccces X 


(C) Have any industries been removed from the 
list of significant dischargerS.....c.cccccccccece 


COMMENTS : 


Report Review & Analysis 


(A) Are and sampling records well 


organized and readily retrievable.......ccccccees K 


(B) Are sampling results checked against discharge whe 
SPanGardS oo s-0 ica diare-0.e.0e! oe. 8 1S 01s 61010 1b bee. oe 1e 6 Se ee tle ae 


(C) Are appropriate actions taken in response to nl 
problem monitoring reportS...ccccccccccccaccecsce 


(D) Are all records maintained for 3 years..........2- Xt 


COMMENTS: wo Sampling has been dore 


Industrial Reporting 


(A) Has the POTW required self-monitoring reports 
from industrial users in accordance with 
categorical standards.....ccccccccccccccccssccccs a em 


(B) Has the POTW required submission of baseline 


monitoring reports. eeeeeoe @eooeeceeeeeeesacaeeevneenecse Kk. 


(C) Are self-monitoring reports and BMR verified by 
field inspections...... 2c ccc ccc cncccccccccccccece 


COMMENTS: 


4. 


Public Participation 
Yes 

(A) Did the POTW publish an annual notice of 

violators in local newspapers...ccsccccccccccsece . 
(B) Are all program records available to the public... _X 
(C) Has public comment been solicited during . 

revisions to the SUO and or local limits......... _X 
COMMENTS: 
Summary POTW Records_and bl t io atio 


(S) 
COMMENTS : 


(U) 


(R) 


lb of _(d 


PROGRAM RESOURCES 
Manpover 
; Yes No 

(A) Are adequate personnel provided in the following 

areas: 

Oo Sampling. .ccccccvccaccscccsccccccccencsvcccsccccs x 

te) Sample BNAaAlySes.wccccccccccccsscnssescassccccccer nia 

oO Inspect lon. .ccccccccccccccccccccacccscccccboccccs devciiaistaielé _x%_ 

o Administration... .ccccccccccncsece ra o.6'536 1s 0 Ze wie see's, 

Oo Legal.... eeaeaeeee @eeeoanaeeaeeaasceoeeeanneeseaeanaoeoeaseseeaean eee 4 

© Technical Review... cc ccccceccccccnccccccccccccece 
(B) Do available personnel have appropriate training.... _. _A_ 
(C) Is a commercial lab used.......cccccsccccccccccccece 

If yes, for what analyses: 
COMMENTS: 
Equi pment 
(A) Is adequate sampling equipment avallable.....ccccece 
(B) Is adequate safety equipment available... ..ccccccee 
(C) Are an adequate number of vehicles available........ 
(D) Is the analytical lab adequately equipped.........0. 
COMMENTS : 
undin 
(A) Is the program adequately funded........ccccscecccee 
(B) Is funding expected to continue at an 

adequate level... .scccccccvccnccacccccscccccaccecece 
COMMENTS : 
ummary Evaluatio esources 

(S) (U) v 

COMMENTS: 
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SUNDSTRAND 


Victoria M. Haines Direct Dial: 815-226-6136 
Environmental, Health & Safety Counsel Law Dept. Fax: 815-226-3202 
e-mail: ccglath@snds.com 


February 5, 1999 


RECEIVED 


Valerie Wilder FEB 8 i999 
Environmental Specialist HAZARDOUS WASTE P 

= PAO 
Hazardous Waste Program MISSOUR} DEPARTMENT on™ 
Department of Natural Resources NATURAL RESOURCES 
P.O. Box 176 


Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


RE: Missouri Department of Natural Resources’ December 18, 1998 Letter 
Preliminary Assessment/Site Inspection - Former Hulett Lagoon 


Dear Ms. Wilder: 


This letter and attachments are voluntarily submitted on behalf of Sundstrand 
Corporation ("Sundstrand") in response to the Missouri Department of Natural 
Resources’ ("MDNR") December 18, 1998 letter to Sundstrand requesting written 
responses to specific questions set forth in the letter. It is Sundstrand's understanding 
that this is not a “notification and request for information" pursuant to 104(e) of the 
Comprehensive, Environmental Response, Compensation & Liability Act of 1980, as 
amended, ("CERCLA"), given the MDNR does not have the authority to issue such a 
request. Rather this request is made as part of MDNR's Preliminary Assessment /Site 
Inspection under CERCLA at the former Hulett Lagoon, a closed lagoon which was 
part of the City of Camdenton's publicly owned wastewater treatment facility 
("POTW") permitted under the Clean Water Act. Nevertheless, Sundstrand is 
voluntarily providing responses and documents to this request as well as identifying 
appropriate references to the Modine Manufacturing Company ("Modine") and MDNR 
files. 


By cooperating with the MDNR, Sundstrand does not waive any rights or 
defenses that it may have to this or subsequent requests or actions. The responses to 
any of the questions in the attachment should not be construed as an admission of any 
liability on the part of Sundstrand. Further, none of the material or responses supplied 


4949 Hamson Avenue, Post Office Box 7003, Rockford, Illinois 61125-7003 
Telephone 815.226.6000 « Fax 815.226.2699 
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Valerie Wilder 
February 5, 1999 
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herein should be construed as an admission of wrong-doing or evidence of any violation 
of federal, state, or local statutes or ordinances. 


In summary, Sundstrand's understanding is that the former Sundstrand Tubular 
Products facility ("Facility"), located in Camdenton, Missouri, and operated from 1972 
to 1990, did discharge wastewater into the City of Camdenton's sewer system as 
authorized by the Missouri Clean Water Act and pursuant to a pretreatment permit. 
Sundstrand is currently unaware of any waste containing TCE which was disposed of 
by Sundstrand at or near the Hulett Lagoon other than through the sewer system. It is 
our understanding that Modine, the current owner of the Facility is undergoing RCRA 
closure and is testing and remediating the soils and groundwater pursuant to RCRA 
regulations. Historical documents regarding the use and disposal of hazardous 
substances were left at the site when the Facility was sold to Modine. Any spills or 
other releases at the Facility may be documented in Modine's records. 


Attached is the information requested in the letter and the documents which 
support the responses. Although a number of the questions were unclear in certain 
areas, Sundstrand has provided the information it interpreted the questions to be 
requesting, instead of objecting to the questions. This was done to facilitate MDNR's 
inspection time frame. If the MDNR believes that the question was not interpreted 
properly, Sundstrand will try to be responsive once notified of the discrepancy. 


Finally, when Sundstrand sold Sundstrand Tubular Products, Inc. to Modine, a 
viable corporation continued to exist and operate out of the facility. It therefore seems 
more efficient, productive and appropriate for the MDNR to seek further information 


or any remedial actions from the current owner/operator of the Facility, Modine, rather 
that Sundstrand. 


If you have any questions concerning this response, please do not hesitate to call 
me at 815-226-6136. 


Very truly yours, 


SUNDSTRAND CORPORATION 


Vib 


Victoria M. Haines 


VMH:cmm 
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Sundstrand Corporation's Response to the MDNR's December 18, 1998 Letter 
Former Hulett Lagoon, Camdenton, Missouri 
Combined Preliminary Assessment/Site Inspection 


1. State when Sundstrand Corporation or Sundstrand Tubular Products acquired 
any interest in or ownership in the site located at 179 Sunset Drive, Camdenton, 
Missouri, or portion thereof. Provide copies of all documents evidencing or relating to 
such ownership or interest, including, but not limited to purchase agreements, deeds, or 
leases, etc. 


In 1972 Sundstrand Corporation incorporated Dawson Metal Products, Inc. 
("Products"), a Delaware Corporation, as a wholly owned subsidiary of 
Sundstrand Corporation ("Sundstrand"). On June 29, 1972, Products acquired the 
business and assets of Dawson Metal Products, Inc. ("Dawson"), a Kansas 
Corporation. In connection with the acquisition Products, the Delaware 
corporation, by way of assignment, acquired a leasehold interest in the Sunset 
Drive property. See Attachment 1. After the acquisition was complete, Dawson, 
the Kansas corporation, continued in existence. 


Sundstrand believes the Sunset Drive property was held by Dawson, the Kansas 
corporation, pursuant to a lease dated November 28, 1966 between Dawson and 
the Camdenton Industrial Development Corporation. See Attachment 2. The 
lease had a term of ten years (which is believed to have commenced July 1, 1967) 
with an option to Dawson to purchase. 


Products, the Delaware corporation, changed its name to Sundstrand Tubular 
Products, Inc. ("Sundstrand Tubular") on May 25, 1977. 


By agreement dated August 24, 1990 Sundstrand agreed to sell the business and 
assets of Sundstrand Tubular to Modine Manufacturing Company ("Modine"). 
This transaction was closed on October 18, 1990 and the Sunset Drive property of 
Products was transferred to Modine by deed dated around October 18, 1990. 


On November 27, 1990, Products changed its name to Sundstrand Camdenton, 
Inc. and on March 15, 1994 Sundstrand Camdenton, Inc. was liquidated. 


Z, State how long Sundstrand Corporation or Sundstrand Tubular Products held 
interest or ownership in the site at 179 Sunset Drive, Camdenton, Missouri. State the 
current status of the Sundstrand Tubular Products Corporation. Provide copies of all 
documents evidencing or relating to the sale, dissolution, or termination of Sundstrand 
Tubular Products. 


See Response #1. 
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3. 


Identify the physical characteristics of the facility during Sundstrand’s operations. 


Provide a facility map showing the location of surface and subsurface features. Include 
the following in your description: 


a. 


b. 


652186.1 


Surface structures (e.g., buildings, tanks, etc.); 
Underground tanks, pits, and/or vats; 
Subsurface pipelines, utility lines, sewage and drainage systems; and 


All construction, alterations, renovations, and/or demolition of the items in 4.a. 
through 4.c. above. 


The Sundstrand Tubular facility ("Facility") was a metal-sided manufacturing 
facility of approximately 100,000 sq. ft. It was originally constructed by Dawson 
in 1968 with additions in 1971, 1973, 1977 and 1983. There were no 
underground storage tanks located at the Facility. The Facility had four small 
concrete mud pits used to settle solids along the west exterior wall. See 
Attachment 3. See also MDNR's RCRA files. 


Describe all processes performed at the facility. 


Sundstrand Tubular manufactured heat transfer components for commercial and 
automotive industries at the Facility. The manufacturing process flowed as 
follows: 


a. Copper and aluminum tubing were fed from rolls to benders to form U 
shapes and then cut off, 


b. Parts were then immersed in alkaline cleaning lines to remove oil and 
chips; 
a 
C. Parts were degreased to remove any remaining oil; 
d. Clean parts were assembled and small U shaped copper tubing and 


aluminum tubing ends were brazed to assembled cores using manual and 
automatic brazing systems; 


€. The assembled heat transfer components were degreased and/or alkaline 
cleaned and then tightness tested using refrigerant; and 


f. Finally, the components were then painted if required by the customer and 
packaged for shipment. See Attachment 4. 


5; 


Did Sundstrand ever transport to the facility or use, purchase, generate, store, 


treat, dispose or otherwise handle any hazardous materials at the facility? If the answer 
to this question is anything but an unqualified a “no,” identify: 


a. 


6. 


The chemical composition, characteristics, physical state (e.g., solid, liquid) of 
each hazardous materials transported, used, purchased, generated, stored, treated, 
disposed or otherwise handled; 


For each such hazardous material used, state how, when, where and in what 
quantities the hazardous material was purchased, used, generated, stored, treated, 
transported, disposed or otherwise handled; 


Any analyses conducted of the hazardous material so transported, used, 
purchased, generated, stored, treated, disposed, or otherwise handled, and provide 
copies of such analyses. 


Sundstrand is interpreting the term facility used in this question to mean the 
manufacturing facility and not the Hulett Lagoon. Purchase and consumption 
records of materials were maintained solely by Sundstrand Tubular during its 
operation of the business at the time of Sundstrand Tubular's sale to Modine. 
Sundstrand believes that Sundstrand Tubular submitted a SARA Tier 2 submittal 
to the USEPA and State of Missouri in 1989. If the documents still exist, they 
would be on site and maintained by Modine. (Sundstrand did not take possession 
of these documents at the time of Sundstrand Tubular's sale to Modine.) See also 
the MDNR's RCRA files. 


Did Sundstrand arrange for transportation, disposal or treatment of waste 


materials, including hazardous substances to the facility? Ifthe answer to this question is 
anything but an unqualified “no,” identify: 


a. 


b. 
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The persons with whom you made such arrangements; 
The type of arrangements made; 
Every date on which such arrangements or shipments took place; 


The total quantity of waste materials or hazardous substances transported to the 
site; 


The amount paid or collected in connection with each transaction, the method of 
payment, and the identity of the person from whom payment was given or 
received; 


The names and addresses of any persons who transported waste materials or 


hazardous substances to the site; 


g. All documents containing information responsive to subparts a. through f. of this 
question. 


No. Sundstrand Tubular was not a commercial transport, storage and disposal 
facility and did not bring hazardous wastes onto the Facility for any purpose. 


q: Identify to the best of your ability whether any leaks, spills, releases or threats of 
releases of any kind into the environment of any hazardous materials have or may have 
occurred at the Sundstrand facility. If yes, please provide the following: 


a. When such releases occurred, 

b. How the releases occurred, 

c. What hazardous substances were released, 

d. What amount of each such hazardous substance was so released, 

e. Where such releases occurred, 

f. Any and all activities undertaken in response to each such release; and 


Sundstrand is aware of two potential releases at the Facility. Pursuant to former 
Dawson employees, a fire broke out at the Facility in the 1960's. In fighting the 
fire, a washdown occurred in an area where trichloroethylene ("TCE") was 
utilized. A second alleged release of 4500 gallons of TCE was anonymously 
reported to the MDNR August 9, 1990. Sundstrand has investigated both 
situations and concluded that neither release had occurred. Subsequent 
investigations by Modine in November 1991 and by MDNR in March 1993 also 
could not confirm that the releases had occurred. See Attachment 5. See also 
MDNR's RCRA files. 


8. State whether, at the time Sundstrand acquired the facility, there was any reason 
to know or suspect that any hazardous substances were disposed or spilled on, in or at the 
site. 


No. 


9. Please submit information on all persons and how they may be contacted (include 
current work and home addresses and phone numbers) with information relating to any of 
the above questions. 
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Mark Chiado, Sundstrand Corporation, Manager, Environmental Planning & 
Auditing, 815-226-6351 


Victoria Haines, Sundstrand Corporation, Environmental, Health & Safety 
Counsel, 815-226-6136 


William R. Coole, Sundstrand Corporation, Associate General Counsel, 815-226- 
6303 


Tom Misiak, The Falk Corporation, President, 414-937-4777 


Robert Miller, Sundstrand Corporation, Director, Environmental, Health & 
Safety, 815-226-2755 


William Johnson, Sundstrand Corporation, Risk Manager, 815-226-7820 


10. Please indicate whether any of the following individuals are currently employed 
with Sundstrand Corporation or any subsidiary thereof (include current position/title, 
work and home addresses and phone numbers): 


William R. Coole* 
Paul Donovan* 

James W. Ethington 
Kenelm Groff 

Lloyd E. Larson 
LeMoyne G. Loseke 
Charles E. Martin 
Frank G. Malewitz 
Thomas F. Otto _ 
Philip W. Polgreen 
Ted L. Ross 

Richard M. Schilling 
Neil D. Traubenberg* 
Berger G. (“Bud”) Wallin 
Donald M. Wills 


individuals still employed. 
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statements therein contained are true. 


Notary Public 


My Commission expires: ..... 2 Ac (BL y foG L Loon Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
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go 

CD) 

cals 
SoZ 


J Walton UW. Simpson, Seoretany, of Hale of the SKinls of Delaware, 


do hereby certify that the certificate of Incorporation of the 


"DAWSON METAL PRODUCTS, INC.", was received and filed in this 
office the twelfth day of June, A.D. 1972, at 10 o'clock A.M.3 


| [Office of Secretaryof State.|| 


And I do hereby further certify that the aforesaid Corporation 
is duly incorporated under the laws of the State of Delaware and is 
in good standing and has a legal corporate existence so far as the 
records of this office show and is duly authorized to transact 
business, 


In Testimony Wherrat, Shavehereunto sel my hand 
and official seal at Dover this 
thirteenth day of June in the year 
of our Lord one thousand nine hundred 


and seventy-two. 


Wilby H Simfforg 


Secretary of State 


A  GlAlM 


Ass't Secretary of State 
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a JAMES C. KIRKPATRICK, Secretary of State 
CORPORATION DIVISION 


MIssoUN 


Ree 


Certificate of Authority 


WHEREAS, DAWSON METAL PRODUCTS, INC, 
(using in Missouri the name DAWSON METAL PRODUCTS, INC, ) 
incorporated under the Laws of the State of DELAWARE for a term 


of rpetuel years and now in existence and in good standing in said State has 
filed in the office of the Secretary of State, duly authenticated evidence of its incorporation, as 
provided by law, and has, in all respects, complied with the requirements of General and Busi- 
ness Corporation Law governing Foreign Corporations; 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, JAMES C. KIRKPATRICK, Secretary of State of the State of Mis- 
souri, by virtue of the authority vested in me, do hereby certify that said corporation 
is from the date hereof duly authorized to carry on the business of 


Sele and distribution of efr conditioning 
equipment end releted perte. 


in the State of Missouri, 


and is entitled to all rights and privileges granted to Foreign Corporations under The General 
and Business Corporation Law; that the entire amount of its stated capital and surplus is 


$658,558.00. and ____§1,000,00. of the amount of stated capital of said corporation is 
represented by 1,000 sheres of common @ $1.00 

that the proportion of stated capital and surplus represented in Missouri is $ 647,716.00 
and that its registered office in Missouri is located at 934 North Broadwoy, St. Louis 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOEF, I have hereunto set my hand and 


affixed the GREAT SEAL; bf the State of Missouri, at the City 
of Jefferson, this --25th day of 


RECEIVED OF: ___DAWSON METAL PRODUCTS, INC, 


_____ Seven hundred sixty-eight end no/00-..--esr-s2- Dollars, $...768,00 


For Credit of General Revenue Fund, on Account of Incorporation Tax and Fee. 


No. PAAS7005 () 2 


% y Deputy Collector of Revenue 


LN: 


Paes Pay RS ' i RE ; 
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APPLICATION FOR AN AMENDED CE! 
FOR A FOREIGN COR ________. . 


(To be submitted in duplicate by an attorney) 


HONORABLE JAMES C. KIRKPATRICK 
SECRETARY OF STATE 
STATE OF MISSOURI 


JEFFERSON CITY, MO. 65102 Preducte...ine. 


rede eid eR i beech Pl eee etl NP eed eke iad (aa ottaer > eh eee , & corporation, 
pursuant to the provisions of ‘‘The General and Business Corporation Law of Missouri’’ relating to amended cer- 
tificate of authority of Foreign Corporation, does hereby state, 


7 


(1) Its name is Sundstrand Tubular Products, ‘Inc. 


cee reeneceaneanncnnncncetersncesectanscunersrarecastagsecerascressancrnanamanatead Poecnccete cee eeweesnennwanecneeeene rae nat ner seman sae ennane nanan easansnenensneee 


"reer 


(3) The address of its principal office in the state or country of organization is 


Sunset Drive, Camdenton, Missouri 65020 


(Include street and number, if any.) 


(4) The address of its registered agent in Missouri is 


314 North Broadway, St. Louis, Missouri 63102 


(5) The corporation is qualified under the following states and countries other than Missouri: 


NONE 


(6) By appropriate corporate action on May 25 } ; 19.77, the corporation: 


1. Changed its corporate name to Sundstrand Tubular Products, Inc. 


(Mu. - 276 - 11/20/68) 


erates ction ar bi ait aa i 


2 NO ee 


p if changed 


(8) There is attached hereto a Certificate of the Secretary of State of the State of ......... Delaware i... 
relating to the amendment(s), set forth in item 6 above and showing that the Corporation is in existence and in 


good standing in said State. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned corporation has caused this application to be executed in its 


(CORPORATE 
SEAL) 


Secretary 

Richard M, Schilling 
STATE OF........ IDMINOIS 2. 
COUNTY OF...... WINNEBAGO... |. 

Doce Genco eae 24s Suzanne Tie, LOWS ee ood iikecia des taasth etccteeateec tel asennad , a notary public, 
do hereby certify that on this ............... 15th NA, LS) Ace , 19.27, 
personally appeared before me ........... LE MOYME...Ga. LOBE Coc cccccssescssvesssesvesessssesseeseseesecessessssneeseves v sessesseense ; 
who, being by me first duly sworn, declated'that ‘he is the voiaibecos Re EN io eon erecta nicer: 
of Sundstrand Tubular Products, Inc. , that he signed the foregoing document 


as... .. President =... of the corporation, and that the statements therein contained are true. 


ay eee 
Notte ean ene PA Ale La 


HERE 


My Commission expires: .......... September 29,1980. AND AMENDED CERTIFICATE OF 
"AUTHORITY ISSUED 


Aue 29 1977 
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No. ___F00157085 


STATE OF MISSOURI 


ROY D. BLUNT, Secretary of State 


CORPORATION DIVISION 


Certificate of Withdrawal 


WHEREAS, an Application for Withdrawal of 


oh SUN ST RAND TUBIN AR “PRODUCTS: TNC <a 

a___ DELAWARE ccorporation, has been-réceived, found to conform to law, and filed: 
= 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, ROY D. BLUNT, Secretary of State of the State of Missouri, issue this Certificate of 


Withdrawal, certifying that the afornamed corporation is withdrawn from this state. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I hereuntoset my hand and affix 


the GREAT SEAL of the State of Missouri. Done at the City of 


Jefferson, this _____ 18th __ day of __appy, Ss 


19_94. 
Del 


Ay 


Cera #27 (1-85) 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT 
MODINE HEAT TRANSFER, INC. 
POST OFFICE BOX 636 SUNSET DRIVE 
CAMDENTON, MISSOURI 
PREPARED FOR: 
MODINE MANUFACTURING COMPANY 
1500 DEKOVEN AVENUE 
RACINE, WISCONSIN 
aE cEIVE \ 
\ 
PREPARED BY: Det ‘i M 
BS pRoGRA 
HAZARDOL? We AENT OF 
missouR! SOURCES 


LAW ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. 
911 WASHINGTON AVENUE, SUITE 160 
ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI 


LAW ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT NO. 53-1543 


NOVEMBER 1991 
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10 BACKGROUND INFORMATION 


The project site is a manufacturing plant located in Camdenton, Missouri (Figure 1). The 
plant formerly operated as the Sundstrand Tubular Product, Inc. facility, a subsidiary of the 
Sundstrand Corporation, prior to the October 19, 1990 acquisition by Modine Heat Transfer, 
Inc., a subsidiary of the Modine Manufacturing Company. The plant is currently operating 
as the Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. facility producing heat transfer products, and is a RCRA 
generator. It is our understanding that the facility. has submitted a Part B operating permit 
application and is currently operating under interim status. 


The plant has used 1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA) for degreasing operations since December, 
1990. The plant generated trichloroethylene (TCE) waste during degreasing operations from 
the early 1970’s to December 1990. According to information obtained from Modine 
Manufacturing Company, the TCE waste was containerized in 55 gallon drums and stored 
outside the plant in two separate locations from the early 1970’s to 1983. One area of 
storage was located along the south outer wall of the plant where the drums were placed 
on a concrete pad (Area 1). The Missouri Department of Natural Resources suggested to 
Modine that an alleged 4,500 gallon release of spent solvent occurred at the plant. _It is 
our understanding that a building addition was erected over the spill area in 1983. Another 
storage area was located along the outer west wall of the plant building (Area 2). 
Information pertaining to the exact location and leak history of this storage area is not 
readily available to Law Environmental at this time. Figure 2 is a generalized site plan 
showing locations of Areas 1 and 2. ; 


2.0 PURPOSE 


The purpose of this project was to assess site soil in Areas 1 and 2 for the presence of TCE. 
The tasks performed include drilling soil borings for the purpose of collecting soil samples 
for laboratory analyses and preparation of this summary report. 


3.0 WORK COMPLETED 


Five soil borings were drilled in an area where Don Mans of Modine believed the leakage 
of the TCE from the fifteen 55-gallon drums occurred (Area 1). Three of these borings 
(HA-1, HA-2, and HA-3) were drilled from the plant floor surface and two of these borings 
(HA-4 and HA-5) were drilled from the floor of the degreasing machine pit. The floor of 
the degreasing machine pit is approximately 5.5 feet below the plant floor surface. See 
Figure 2 for location of Area 1 and Figure 3 for a detail map of Area 1 showing boring 
locations. The concrete floor of the plant was cored by the use of an electric core drill. 
Borings were drilled and soil samples collected by the use of a hand auger. Soil samples 
were collected at two foot intervals to a depth at which the hand auger refused to advance. 
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MO-0048577; MO0-0048593 
MO-0048569; HO-0048585 " 
MO-0048607 


September 13, 1978 a 


Yonorable Ken Mensendiek, Mayor 
City of Camdenton 

112 Court Circle 

Camdenton, Missouri 65020 


Dear Mayor Mensendiek: 


An inspection was conducted of the operation and condition of the 
wastewater treatment facilities serving the City of Camdenton, 

Missouri on September 7, 1978. The following unsatisfactory features 
were observed and recommendations are hereby made for their corraction. 


UNSATISFACTORY FEATURES: 
1. The Hulett Lagoon (#3) 48 short circuiting the industrial waste. 


2. The industrial waste entering the Hulett lagoon uwppezars to kill off 
the south end of lagoon reducing the facility's effective size. 


3. The Clint Lagoon needs its own NPDES permit. 
COMMENTS : 


The sewage lagoons serving Cardenton seemed for the most part to be well 
maintained. The Hulett Lagoon, however has a lerge problem with its 
industrial influent. The sewage from Sunstrand enters tha lagoon at tha 
south end, which is the sama end that the discharge pipe ig on. The 
detention tima for the industrial waste could not be more than 4 few hsure, 
far too short a period to trsat the waste. 


To correct the short circuiting problem, the location of the influent 
pipe from Sunstrand should be moved to the north end of tha lagoon, or 
the sewage line could ba tied in to the other influent line already at 
the north and. : 


Mayor Ken Mensendiek 
Pago 2 
September 13, 1978 


The strength of the industrial sewage entering Hulett Lagoon is epparently 
too great for tha facility to handle. The City should enforce its sewar 


usa ordinance, if it has one, to prevent misuse of the sewers arid sewage 
treatment facilities. 


Our records show no response by the City toward obtaining a permit for the 
discharge from the Clint Lagoon. It currently is listed in the NPDES — 
Permit §M0-0048607 as the first ceil of a two call lagoon. It has, however, 
its own discharge point and therefore needs its own permit. Either the 
affluent pipe in Clint Lagoon shall be capped or a permit shall be applied 
for from this cepartmant. The appropriate forma are enclosed. 
RECOMMENDATIONS : 

1. Correct the short circuiting in Hulett Lagoon. 

2. Enforce or create sewer uge crdinances. 

3. Apply for discharge permits for Clint and Wilkerson Lagoons. 
Sincerely, 


‘ rig é ae ed 


. 


Todd Crawford 
Environmental Engineer ¢ 


TC/bde 
Enclosures 


CC: Jeff Hancock, City Administracor 
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CAMDEN COUNTY, MISSOURI 


LOCATION: White Lagoons, SWh, SWh, NES, Sec. 35, T. 38 Ni. R. 17 W., Macks Creek Quad. 
Hutett Lagoon, SWY, SWa, SWx, Sec. 24, T. 38 N., R. 17 W., Macks Creek Quad. 
aT Clint Lagoons, NE, NES, SWy, Sec, 24, T. 38 N.,; R. 17 W,,, Camdenton Quad, 
Parish Lagoon, SEX, SWa,.NEx, Sec. 19, fT, 38 N., Rs 16 W., Camdenton Quad, 
Dump. Lagoons, NW, SW, SEx,.Sec, 25, T. 38 N., R. 17 W., Stoutland Quad. 


RESULTS: 


Investigation of lageons for the City of Camdenton occurred on September 12, 1978 
by Gary St. Ivany and John W. Whitfield. The Camdenton area is underlain by the Gas- 
conade dolomite formation. Layers of chart (one exposed bed was 12 feet thick) and 
Gunter Sandstone were present in the stream beds. Streams were intermittent, with 
isolated pools and discharge effluent composing mast of the flow. Fossibilities ex- 
ist for localized groundwater pollution effecting shallow and poorly cased wells ta 
some extent. Streams in the area drain inte Lake of the Ozarks. 


‘The Camdenton lagoons should not be considered in danger of failure by catastro- 
phie collapse, but localized gqroundwater™ pollution is possible. For these reasons, 
the lagoons are designated as Category 2. 


Prohlems exist at the Hulett lagoon site which appear to be design related and 
nat geologic. Effluent was observed bubbling up approximately 40 feet from the dis- 
charge pipe. This area appeared to be solid effluent to within 6 inches of the sur~ 
face, An open channel existed directly from the inlet pipe to the discharge pipe, 
thus, causing a short circuit. On closer examination, the thick effluent was not 
solid but floating. It was possible to extend a red through the effluent to the bot- 
tom of the Lagoon. Discharge from the lagoon was dark green in color with a thick 
white foam floating on the surface, ‘If a short circuit does exist in the Hulett 
lagoon, corrective measures are needed. A possible solution is the location of the 


inlet pipe at the opposite end of the lagoon to where the Gischarge pipe is station- 
ed. 


This situation may be a result of effluent from the metal fabricating plant that 
discharges into this lagoon, 
i. Lo) 


“i 
. John W, Whitfield, Geologist 
ee a mes Applied Engineering & Urban Geology 
Geology & Land Survey ‘ 


: 13) Sept er 1A, 1978 
=i : | he A rare 


1 Low - 05% Gary /8t. Ivany, Lab Techiician 
Applied Engineering & n Geology 
: ; ' Geology & Land Survey 

| September 14, 1978 
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tn LenG Qaes 


dune 21, 1904 JUN 25 1984 


Nr. Frank Polan, P.E. 
Environmental Engineer 

iio. Cepartment of Natural Resources 
P.O. Box 1368 

Jerrerson City, Kissourl 65102 


Rl: west results from Candenton 
Dear Nr. Dolan; 


Attached is a copy of the test results ror Camdenton's Factory J.agoon,. 
The City will be performing another series of tests hut, because of 
the expense we would appreciate your input concerning the actual itens 
requiring retertiny. the City will meet with vou now or after the 
second test results are availanle,. Please contact me or itr. Puc Filey 
concerning the tests needed and if we need to schedule a teeting at. 
this time, 


It you ahve any questions please feel free to contact me or Ir. hiley. 


Sincerely, 


James CC. Jackson, Pel". 


JOJ18wW 

enc. 

ce: Nr. Curtis Oaqg 
City of Cardenton 


“INMMTL 


Analytical Services 


Client: Camdenton, City of 
PO Bax 399 
Camndenton 


Attention: Bud Riley 


Custamer P. 0. Number: 2a5a2 


MQ GSacu 


REPORT OF ANALYSIS 


Sample Ne, 


suas sso SS 


SHMIPLE wt 
Resiaque, Tetal Suspended 


Total Chreus us 

nA Shramiunt, terxavalereat 
Iestbal Gyejapens 
Taetal fiance 


Mere te | 


Residue, lTetai Sasuvuended 
Toot al Coven can. 
Crews, Eee ont 
mtai Gaoger 

v4 Tetai Zane 


TA t ters 

Toluene 
Trichlorcethy lene 

Grease & Oil, gravimetric 


GAMDLE #3 


fISidue, Totes Etooendced 
i Capper 
Total Zine 
Ww Grease & Oii, yravimetric 


SAMPLE WS 


MG/L 
MO7e 
“G/L 
MG/L 
MG/L 


MG/L 
MO 
hd a Oe 
wieZi, 
“OL 


wins i. 
ifs/ 
MG/L 


Mo /L 
MG/L 
MG/L 
MG/L 


Cuiumora, ai) F° ® 
314/874-8080 - . 
114 East Elm, Sue 3 


OFalton, MO 63366 
314/281-2658 


Date Reported: 06/15, _,+ 
Date Sampled: 5/22/64 
Date Received: OS/24/64 
MMTL Report Nos: 17509 


MMTL Account Nos: 1]JzEZEB 


SSS SSS 


aA nA Ta 
1. 


Tetal Chromarcas hua 7h 18 
Tutal Capper M37 1401 
Tatal Zine Mo 7 tL 142 
Per Cent Dry Gabics % 3.R 
Came ns 2 
*See attached table. 
i 
wWpreved by:_-) wt ANRS Page Node 


Sample #2 


Name 


Biot gccntereiacrtenyt) ether 
1s(2-chlorvethyl]) ether 
Bis(2-chlorocthoxy) methane 
4-Chloropheny] phenyl ether 
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether 


Sample Concentration 
ug/L 


<1 
10 
él 
10 
<5 


LAMMTL 


Analytical Services 


hOeTeVI RET Var ae i reed ot A . 
314/874 8080 °F a 


144 East Etrn Suite 3 
O'Fallon, t4Q) Gi 166 
314/281-2054 


Clients: Sunstrand Tubular Products, Ine. Date Reported: AG6E/15/,. 
PO Box 636, Sunset Drive Date Sampled: @5/cée/8% 
Camdenton MO 6522 Date Received: 85/23/84 

Attention: Don Mans MMTL Report No: 17SIu 

Customer P. QO. Number: MMTL. Recount No: 1Q1ag 

REPORT OF ANALYSIS 

BRB OCBBI OU KC UNV URBSBIS REELS SOI HS BOSS SHS SM SSMS e SHS SSSR SOK AIOE Se FS eS SSA SS STS SS 

Sample No. Units Results 

SAMPLE #4 

Residue, Total Susperded MG/L 16 
Total Chromium MG/L ( .O% 
Chromium, Hexavalerit MG/L ( .82 
Total Copper MG/L . Sl 
Total Zine MG/L - 28 
Haloethers * 
Toluene UG/L 15 
Trichloroethylene UG/L 41 
Grease & O11, gravimetric MG/L 18 

Comment &s 
*See attached table 

Approved byi_k )¥ sCgpa aD Kees tenn n na eats Page Wo. 1 


Sample #4 


Nene Samole Concentration 
sg /L 
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl) ether <1 


Bis(2-chloroethyl) ether 140 
Bis(2-chlorocthoxy) methane ¢) 

4-Chloropheny] phenyl ether 5 
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether <5 


Report Number 17693-1 


Name 


Bis(2-chloroispropyl) ether 
Bis(2-chloroethyl) ether 

Bis(2-chloroethoxy) methane 
4-Chlorophenyl phenyl ether 


4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether 


Sample Concentration 
ug/L 
1500 
190 
34 
<5 
<5 


Report Number 1762-1 


Paget? ds Lager) AYG £2 1984 


Sample Concentration 


Name ug/L 
Bis(2-chloroispropyl) ether 29 
Bis(2-chloroethyl) ether 250 
Bis(2-chloroethoxy) methane 320 
4-Chlorophenyl phenyl ether <5 


4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether <5 
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112 Court Circle PO. Box 3 
Camdenton. Mo. 65020 
Sth 84600 OOO 


August 20, 1984 


Mr. Feank Dolan 

Department of Natural Resources 
P.O. Box 1368 

Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 


Dear Mr. Dolan: 


This is to confirm our meeting for Monday, August 27, 1984 
at 10:00 AM, at City Hal! on the pre-treatment program. 


Enclosed you will find the second sample results. 


Sincerely, 


WWR/ kb 


A se, 
cc: Mayor Kelsey 
Mr. Jim Jackson, Jackson Engineering 


G 
Varren W. Riley 
City KOMEN eee 
Mr. Tom Misiak, Sundstrand Tublar Products 


Mr. Curtis Ogg, Jefferson City Regional Office 


Columoia, MU BST, 
314/874-8080 


- d Vir MIT i 114 East Elm, Suite 3 
: 3 O'Fation, MO 63366 
Analytical Services | 314/281-2858 
“ye 
RUS 7 a, 1984 

Client: Camdenton, City of Date Reported: @8/14/84 
PO Box 299 Date Sanmplec: 07/19/64 
Camdenton MO 65020 Date Received: 87/20/84 
Attention: Bud Riley MMTL Report No: 17692 
Customer P. QO. Numbers MMTL Aecount No: 19238 


REPORT OF ANALYSIS 


So 82 SS 3 ee kn 2 2 ne ee 2 2 2 se EE ee ee ss On Sk St 


Units Results 


F-— 4 —$— $F FF 


Residue, Total Suspended MG/L 95 
Total Chromium MG/L a 
Chramium, Hexavalent MG/L - 20 
Total Copper MG/L 4.1 
Total Zine MG/L 223 
Haloethers * 
Toluene UG/L { 18 
Stree Taese d Se Teme UG/L Saa 
Grease & Oil, gravimetric Mose c 


Comments: *See Attached Table 
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Report Number 17692-1 Png? fo ; ie cae 


Name 


Bis(2-chloroispropyl) ether 
Bis(2-chloroethyl) ether 

Bis(2-chloroethoxy) methane 
4-Chlorophenyl phenyl ether 


4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether 


Sample Concentration 
ug/L 


29 
250 
320 
<5 


<5 


~ ANmamte 


Analytical Services “yi 


Client: Sunstrand Tubular Prooaucts, 
WO Box 636, 


Arcembacess 


(legs comece 


(ee ey © eo ee 


Dam lhe 


mw. re 


Ress. i direr, 


Te luadne 


é Clamndeav tar moO CLC Date 
Non Mares Mei fee. 
P.O. Netorbaerers Mobo bee. 
REPORT cal giréth io obs 
.@ 7% 282 22. 2 ac ett a NWS we ee GR 15 A WE BA IS OE. ts 1 Pc. aa se -" FS t 
ree a acs} 
Total Susperoed ie te 
Petal Chroma cna Mi? L 
Chrvcurvem, Hexavalant m0 7 
Total Copper my /t 
Total Zine moO. 
Hal“etners 
Use 
Trichlororthy lene WGOZ/L 
Grease &@ Gil, gravimetric mob. 
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112 Court Circle PO. Box 399 
Camdenton. Mo. 65020 


314 - 346 - 3600 


May 27, 1986 


Ms. Leora M. Reising 
Environmental Specialist 
Department of Natural Resources 
Jefferson City Regional Office 
1001A Southwest Boulevard 

P.O. Box 176 7 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 


Dear Ms. Reising: 


As you are aware, the City of Camdenton has one (1) 
industry and it is the only industry involved in pretreatment. 


With joint efforts between Sundstrand and the City 
of Camdenton, a CDBG Grant was obtained from the state to con- 
struct the retreatment plant for Sundstrand. 


The plant has been completed and has been on the 
line since April 14, 1986. With the exception of some minor 
Start-up problems, the plant appears to be functioning properly. 
Sundstrand will furnish the City data as it pertains to their 
testing which will be forwarded to you and your department. 


If you have any questions, please feel free to contact 
me or Trudy Marco. 


Sincerely, 


CY ZZ 


City Administrator 
DRE/be 


cc: Mayor Kelsey 
Trudy Marco, Grant Coordinator 
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CONSTRUCTION PERMIT 


The Missouri Department of Natural Resources hereby issues a permit to: City of Camdenton 


112 Court Circle 
P.O. Box 399 
Camdenton, MO 65020 


for the construction of (describe facilities): 


SEE ATTACHED SHEET 


Permit Conditions: 


Construction of such proposed facilities shall be in accordance with the provisions of the Missouri Clean Water Law, 
Chapter 204, RSMo, and regulations promulgated thereunder, or this permit may be revoked by the Department of 
Natural Resources. 


As the Department of Natural Resources docs not examine structural features of design or the efficiency of mechanical 
equipment, the issuance of this permit does not include approval of these features. 


A representative of the Depanment may inspect the work covered by this permit periodically during construction. 


Issuance of an operating permit by the Deparment will be contingent on the work substantially adhering to the 
approved plans and specifications. 


This permit applies only to the construction of wastewater treatment facilities; it does not apply to other 
environmenully regulated areas. 


September 23, 1986 
Effective Mate 


March 23, 1988 


Termination Date Director of Staff, Clean Wayér Commission 
£ 
Filing Fee Paid 


WOQOP 3.34 


c-Oll - Camdenton Permit Number 2263 


CONSTRUCTION PERMIT 


SEWERS AND FORCE MAINS: 4,625 lineal feet of 8 inch diameter sewer pipe 
and 2,367 lineal feet of 6 inch diameter force main as shown on the 
approved planus. 


LIFT STATIONS: A packaged dry well lift station with two pairs of pumps. 
Each pair of pumps will be capable of discharging at a rate of 175 gpm at 
a total dynamic head of 185 feet. 


These facilities are designed to eliminate the existing factory lagoon, 
NPDES #MO-0048577, and transport the wastes from the new Sunstrand 


Expansion to the C.P. White sewage collection system. 


Discharge is to be into the C.P. White Lagoon, NPDES # MO-0048569. 
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MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOU! 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
LABORATORY SERVICES PROGRAM 


Pretreatment Monitoring Report DEC 15 1987 
Sundstrand Tubular Products, Inc. 
Camden County, Missouri 
April 30, 1987 


INTRODUCTION 
At the request of the Water Pollution Control Program a pretreatment 
monitoring survey was conducted of the industrial wastewater discharge of 
the Sundstrand Tubular Products factory in Camden County, Missouri. 
Sampling was conducted from 1500 through 1530 on April 30, 1987 by Lon 
O'Bannon, III of the Laboratory Services Program, Division of 
Environmental Quality. 

METHODS 


A grab sample (87-1111) was collected of the effluent from the treatment 
system discharge weir. 


All analyses were performed by the Division's Laboratory in Jefferson 

City. All analyses were conducted in accordance with methods outlined in 

the Missouri Clean Water Commission Effluent Regulation (10 CSR 20~7.015). 
OBSERVATIONS 

The sample was light yellow-green and nearly clear. 


RESULTS 


See the attached analytical results. 


f 
Submitted by Fa (Plover I 


Lon O'Bannon, III 

Water Quality Specialist 
Field Services Section 
Laboratory Services Program 


Date 


Approved by 


cc: Richard Kuntz, Permits Section, Water Pollutién Control Program 
Bill Kesler, Regional Administrator, Jefferson City Regional Office 


LABORATORY SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No. 87-1111 


Reported to: LON O'BANNON III Date: 12/01/87 
Affiliation: WQM Project Code: 3211/3222 


Sample Description: 
SUNDSTRAND TUBULAR PRODUCTS, INC. - CAMDEN CO. 
PRETREATMENT MONITORING. 
GRAB FROM TREATMENT SYSTEM DISCHARGE WEIR TANK 


Collected by: LON O'BANNON III Date: 04/30/87 
Affiliation: WOM 


PARAVETERS RESULTS 
CYANIDE <0.05 mg/L 
TOTAL SILVER <1 ug/L 
TOTAL CADMIUM <2 ug/L 
TOTAL CHROMIUM 2,700 ug/L 
TOTAL COPPER 890 ug/L 


TOTAL HEX. CHROMIUM 180 ug/L 


Page 2 
Sample no. 87-1111 
Date 12/01/87 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
TOTAL NICKEL 50 ug/L 
TOTAL LEAD <5 ug/L 
TOTAL ZINC 110 ug/L 


VOA RESULT : NO RESULT 
COMMENTS: ANALYTICAL ERROR 


a Combined PA/S!I 


ot ; Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
- 


io Missouri Engineering Corporation Reference 26 Fa 


ENGINEERING cag Ss 


P.O. BOX 
ROLLA, MISSOURI! 65401 « PHONE: 314-364-4003 


April 25, 1988 


Dave Friese 

Department of Natural Resources 
Water Pollution Control Program 
P. O. Box 176 

Jefferson City, MO 65102 


Dear Dave: 


You will find enclosed a copy of the sludge analysis report on the 
Sludge from the abandoned Hulett Lagoon in Camdenton, Missouri. I 
have calculated the amount of dry sludge, based on an average of 

9" thickness, at approximately 1250 cubic yards. 973 77> cates 


The soil available in the berms to be mixed with the ‘sludge Lf left 
on site would be approximately 2000 cubic yards. 


I am also sending a copy of this letter to Ken Arnold. Would you 
both please review the data and let me know what the next Step can 
be? 


Sincerely, 


MISSOURI ENGINEERING CORP, 


steps Charles Ray 
CR/1c 
Enc. 


cc: Mayor Webster, Camdenton 
Ken Arnold _ mer ee, 


ENVIRODYNE 12191 Lactlarcs 2030, 
ENGINEERS Hparteeses, 


REPORT OF ANALYSIS 


CLIENT: Valda Mahoney REPORT DATE: April 19, 1965 
missouri Engineering SAMPLE ANALYZED: Ten sludge saaples for 
Post Office Box 15 aetals analysis. 


Rolla, MQ 6540! 


DATE RECEIVED: = March 7,1986 


PROJ. %: 3222-0353 P.0. és: 
SSessssssssesssssssssssssssisssssssssssssssssssassssssssssesssssssscescsSessssssssssssrsssssszssssescs 
Paraaeter ai $2 te 4 $5 #6 47 


eee e seer e see ee eens en ee eer esses sst 


sssssstzs SSSSSRISSL SCS SSSSISSVSSSSSSSS SS SSS SSS SSSR SSS SSrssssssssssas=ssss 


Aluainua (46/L) 5579074067000 89300-79200 = 47100 = 32000 
Chrosius {Mb/L) 12406 24300 28900 = 19000) = 24300) 12300 =: 15600 
Cadeiue (Mb/L) €26.0 ¢€ 25.5 (35.7 C133 € 26.0 ¢€ 23.2 ¢ 27.8 


Copper (MG/L) e850) 24200 15100 = 52400 = 27800 = 38900 = 18700 
Lead (MG/Li8 OL C9910 C189 150 € 101 146 153 
Nickel (MG/L) 91.0 415 179 215 116 85.9 69.0 
linc (MG/L) 4910 4376 4330 s7ob 3810 4910 3710 


90% 90% SIZ IS79 3.32 GY! 773 


Paraaeter #8 #5. #10 


sreeerse== eee tes enn en we ees ee eee eee 
SSsSssses SSSssssssssessssssssasssses 


Aluainua (MG/L) 93200 = 53100 = 31200 
Chrosiua (MG/L) 11400 6430 5760 
Cadaiua {H6/L) £9.90 4 22.8 <¢ 18.2 


Copper (MG/L) 4540 13200 30100 
Lead (G/L) 413 155 25 
Nickel (MG/L) 48.5 77,4 Wt 
Zine (MG/L) 2920 3470 3620 
29109 $28 17. ¥9 
° 
All results have been corrected for percent solids. en xt 
3All concentrations have been corrected for Aluesnus interference. wd vw 
See reverse,side for “STANDARD CLAUSES". : Ck 2 
ow \ x 
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it 
Divicien af Bates 
Olicita af Fever e+ . aty 
Division of Geology : and Land suey 
Division of Management Services 


Division of Parks, Recreation, 
and Historic Preservation 


JOHN ASHCROFT 
Governor 


FREDERICK A. BRUNNER 
Director STATE OF MISSOURI 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 


P.O. Box 176 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 


May 26, 1988 


The Honorable Mac Webster 

Mayor of Camdenton 

lie Court Circle, P.O. Box 1048 
Camdenton, MO 65020 


Re: IDG - 011 Camdenton, MO 
Lagoon Closure 


Dear Mayor Webster: 


This letter is to explain what options are available for the City to 
pursue in order to completely abandon and close the Huelett or Factory 
Lagoon. We have reviewed the sludge sample analysis which your engineer 
sent to us on April 2&5, 1988 and May 20, 1988. The first step before you 
assess each option is to determine the percent moisture and the sludge 
depth at each sample site and to use the information to calculate the 
total weight of each of the various metals. 


There are several options available to the City which are briefly 
explained below. 


Option } 


Dispose of the sludge on site, at the lagoan. This option will 
require the preparation of a solid waste disposal] area permit 
application complete with plans and specifications. The Waste 
Management Program would then review the application to determine if 
it could issue the permit. A point of contact for additional 
information and the time requirements of this-option would be Mr. Tom 
Gredell at 751-3176. 


Option 2 


Haul sludge to a permitted, sanitary landfill. This would require a 
Special Waste Disposal Request. The sludge must also have no "free 
liquid" in order to be properly handled. A copy of the special waste 
disposal request form is enclosed. Tom Gredell would be your contact 
person as in option #1. 


Option 3 


Surface application in accordance with the Missouri Sludge Guide, 
“Agricultural Use of Municipal Wastewater Sludge" (Table 4). 


The Honorable Mac Webster 
May 26, 1988 
Page 2 


This would require the preparation and approval of a sludge 
management plan. The plan would limit the rate at which sludge could 
by applied. The rate would be based upon limiting the weight of 
metals to be applied to allow the unrestricted use of the land in the 
future. You should contact Ken Arnold at 751-6624 for additional 
information. 


Option 4 


Sub-surface application at the maximum one time rate. This would 
require either injecting the liquid sludge with chisel plows under the 
soil surface, or spreading the sludge, discing and then plowing the 
field. The rate of application would be higher than in option #3, but 
could not exceed the maximum cumulative site loadings per the Sludge 
Guide. This option would require the site to be City owned and the 
Site would be restricted for use as a sludge disposal site in. the 
future. Ken Arnold would be your contact person as in option #3. 


Please note that what ever option is used, the lagoon must not discharge 
to the creek unless the City receives a new operating permit. The lagoon 
currently doesn't have a discharge permit. Preferably, any discharge 
would be to the City's sewer and be tested for compliance with the City's 
pretreatment ordinances before being introduced to the sewer. 


We suggest you work closely with your engineer to quickly resolve the fate 
of the sludge disposal and lagoon abandonment. Please note the grant 
cannot be closed and final reimbursement made until this work is 

complete. If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to 
call me at 751-6619. 


Sincerely, 
WATER POLLUTIGN CONTROL PROGRAM 
Dade 
QI—™~ 


‘David Freise, P.E. 
Project Engineer 


DF/pa 


cc: Jefferson City Regional Office 
Missouri Engineering Corporation 
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JOHN ASHCROFT L7iviotUal UL CLVITULITUCMLat Quality 
Governor Division of Geology and Land Survey 
: Division of Management Services 
G. TRACY MEHAN III Division of Parks, Recreation, 
Director STATE OF MISSOURI and Historic Preservation 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
P.O. Box 176 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 


November 2, 1989 


The Honorable Mac Webster 

Mayor of Camdenton 

112 Court Circle, P.O. Box 1048 
Camdenton, MO 65020 


Re: IDG-011 Huelett Lagoon 
Dear Mayor Webster: 


I recently visited the above referenced lagoon site and the temporary 
sludge storage site at the city airport. During my visit, I noted a berm 
was not yet in place around the temporary storage to prevent solids run 
off. This is a condition of the approval issued February 22, 1989. The 
city administrator, Kent Hixson, stated the berm would be in place as soon 
as possible. 


I would also like to remind you the approval is valid for only one year. 
Therefore, the sludge spreading must be completed in accordance with the 
plan and approval letter by February 22, 1990. 


Thank you for your consideration in these matters and please thank Kent 
Hixson for me for the time he spent with me that day. 


Sincerely, 

WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM 
| ce i : 

David Freise, P.E. 

Project Engineer 


DF:mle 
ec: Jefferson City Regional Office 


City Administrator, Kent Hixson 
Missouri Engineering Corporation 
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SPECIFICATIONS 
AND 
CONTRACT DOCUMENTS 
REMOVAL AND STOCKPILING OF 
SLUDGE FROM THE HULETT LAGOON 
CAMDENTON, MISSOURI 
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Missou nt Eng inee ving Lo ufo nation 
ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS 


PO BOX 13 
ROLLA, MISSOURI 65401 ¢ PHONE 314-364-4003 


April 18, 1989 


REMOVAL AND STOCKPILING OF 
SLUDGE FROM THE HULETT LAGOON 
CAMDENTON , MISSOURI 
ADDENDUM NO. 1 
This project to be bid May 2, 1989, at 1:30 p.m. 


Item No. 1. Bidders are hereby notified of a pre-bid conference at City 


Hall, Camdenton, Missouri, at 1:00 p.m., April 26, 1989. 


MISSOURI ENGINEERING CORPORATION 
( ie (= VI 
Received By: 
Slarl¢7 


Date 


INFORMATION FOR BIDDERS 


BIDS will be received by City of Camdenton, Missour1 


(herein called the "OWNER"), at City Hall, Camdenton, Missouri 
until _1:30 PM, May 2, » 19 89, and then at said office 


publicly opened and read aloud. 


Each BID must be submitted in a sealed envelope, addressed to City 


Clerk, City Hall, at Camdenton, MO 65020 . 
Each sealed envelope containing a BID must be plainly marked on the outside 
as BID for Removal and Stockpiling of Sludge from the Hulett Lagoonand the 
envelope should bear on the outside the BIDDER's name, address and license 
number 1£ applicable, and the name of the project for which the BID is 
submitted. If forwarded by mail, the sealed envelope containing the BID 
must be enclosed in another envelope addressed to the OWNER at 

City Hall, Camdenton, Missour1 


All BIDS must be made on the required BID form. All blank spaces for BID 
prices must be filled in, in ink or type written, and the BID form must 
be fully completed and executed when submitted. Only one copy of the BID 
form is required. Tied bids will not be considered by the OWNER. 


The OWNER may waive any informalities or minor defects or reject any and 
all BIDS. Any BID may be withdrawn prior to the above scheduled time for 
the opening of BIDS or authorized postponement thereof. Any BID received 
after the time and date specified shall not be considered. No BIDDER may 
withdraw a BID within 90 days after the actual date of the opening thereof. 
Should there be reasons why the contract cannot be awarded within the 
specified period, the time may be extended by mutual agreement between the 
OWNER and the BIDDER. 


BIDDERS must satisfy themselves of the accuracy of the estimated quantities 
in the BID schedule by examination of the site and a review of the drawings 
and specifications including ADDENDA. After BIDS have been submitted, the 
BIDDER shall not assert that there was a misunderstanding concerning the 
quantities of WORK or of the nature of the WORK to be done. 


The OWNER shall provide to BIDDERS prior to BIDDING, all information which 


is pertinent to, and delineates and describes, the land owned and rights- 
of-way acquired or to be acquired. 


IB-1 


_ opening thereof. = : a 


ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS 


CITY_OF CAMDENTON, MISSOURI 


eS 


(Owner) 


i“ 
i 


Separate sealed bids for . Camdenton Sludge for 
Removal and Stockpiling of Sludge from the Hulett Lagoon’ _ 
will be received by Brenda Colter, City Clerk 
at the office of City Hall, Camdenton, Missour1 65020 
until 1:30 o'clock (AXM. ~- P.M., So S.T. X _D.S.T.) _May 2 
1989 , and then at said office publicly opened and read aloud. 


The Information for Bidders, Form of Bid, Form of Contract, Plans, 
Specifications, and Forms of Bid Bond, Performance and Payment Bond, and 
other contract documents may be examined at the following: 


City Hall, Camdenton, Missouri 65020 


Missouri Engineering Corporation 
211 Hwy. 63 South, Rolla, MO 65401 


Copies may be obtained at the office of Missouri Engineering Corporation 


located at “211 Hwy. 63 South, Rolla, MO 65401 upon payment of 


$ 10.00 for each set. Any plan holder, upon returning such set 
promptly and in good condition, will be refunded $ -0~ 


The owner reserves the right to waive any informalities or to reject 
any or all bids. 


Each bidder must deposit with his bid, security in the amount, form 
and subject to the conditions provided in the Information for Bidders. 


Attention of bidders is particularly called to the requirements as to 
conditions of employment to be.observed and and minimum wage rates to be 


paid under the contract, Section 3, Segregated vactiteys Section 109 and 
E.0. 11246. 


No bidder may wiehdrew his bid within 30 days after the actual date of the 


Date ; 


cee 


The CONTRACT DOCUMENTS contain the provisions required for the con- 
struction of the PROJECT. Information obtained from an officer, agent, 
or employee of the OWNER or any other person shall not affect the risks 
or obligations assumed by the CONTRACTOR or relieve the contractor from 
eolft li tng any of the conditions of the contract. 


Each BID must be accompanied by a BID bond payauie to the OWNER for 

five percent of the total amount of the BID. As soon as the BID prices 
have been compared, the OWNER will return’ the BONDS of all except the 
three lowest responsible BIDDERS. When the Agreement is executed the 
bonds of the two remaining unsuccessful BIDDERS will be returned. The 
BID BOND of the successful BIDDER will be retained until the payment 

BOND and performance BOND have been executed and approved, after which 

it will be returned. A certified check may be used in lieu of a BID BOND. 


A gar teuanee BOND and a payment BOND each in ee amount of 100 percent 


‘of the CONTRACT PRICE, with a corporate surety approved by the OWNER, 


will be required for the faithful performance of the contract. 


Attorneys-in-fact who sign BID BONDS or payment BONDS and performance 
BONDS must file with each BOND a certified and effective dated copy of 
their power of attorney. 


The party to whom the contract is awarded will be required to execute 

the Agreement and obtain the performance BOND and payment BOND within 
fifteen (15) calendar days from the date'when NOTICE OF AWARD is delivered 
to the BIDDER. The NOTICE OF AWARD shall be accompanied by the necessary 
Agreement and BOND forms. In case of failure of the BIDDER to execute 

the Agreement, the OWNER may consider the BIDDER in default, in which 

case the BID BOND accompanying the proposal shall become the property of 
the OWNER. Upon default by the first low BIDDER the AWARD may. then be 
made to the next lowest responsible BIDDER, or the WORK may be readvertised 
for a construction CONTRACT or otherwise, as the OWNER may decide. 


The OWNER upon receipt of an acceptable performance BOND, payment BOND, 
Certificate of Insurance, and AGREEMENT. signed by the party to whom the 
AGREEMENT was awarded, shall within a reasonable period of time sign the 
AGREEMENT and return to such party an executed duplicate of the AGREEMENT. 
The OWNER upon signing the AGREEMENT and-within a reasonable period of 
time shall issue the NOTICE TO PROCEED. 


The OWNER may make such investigations as deemed necessary to determine 
the ability of the BIDDER to perform the WORK, and the BIDDER shall 
furnish to the OWNER all such information and data for this purpose as 
the OWNER may request. The OWNER reserves the right to reject any BID 


if the evidence submitted by, or investigation of, such BIDDER fails 
to satisfy the OWNER that such BIDDER is properly qualified to carry 
out the obligations of the Agreement and to complete the WORK 
contemplated therein. 


A conditional or qualified BID will not be accepted. 


Award will be made to the lowest responsive, responsible BIDDER, based 
on the total base bid for the work described in the proposal form. 


All applicable laws, ordinances, and the rules and regulations of ail 
authorities having jurisdiction over construction of the PROJECT shall 
apply to the contract throughout. 


Each BIDDER is responsibie for inspecting the site and for reading 

and being thoroughly familiar with the CONTRACT DOCUMENTS. The failure 
or omission of any BIDDER to do any of the foregoing shall in no way 
relieve any BIDDER from any obligation in respect to its BID. 


Further, the BIDDER agrees to abide by the requirements under Executive 
Order No. 11246, as amended, including specifically the provisions of 


the equal opportunity clause set forth in the SUPPLEMENTAL GENERAL 
CONDITIONS. 


The low BIDDER shall supply the names and addresses of major material 
SUPPLIERS and SUBCONTRACTORS when required to do so by the OWNER. 
The A/E is _ Missouri Engineering Corporation - The A/E's 


address is "211 South Highway 63 South, Rolla, Missouri 65401 r 


The Bidder agrees by the submission of his bid that he will not discriminate 
against any employee or applicant for employment because of race, creed, 
color, national origin, or sex in connection with the performance of work 
under this bid and/or contract. 


PROPOSAL FORM 


TO: City Council 
Camdenton, Missouri 


The UNDERSIGNED BIDDER, having examined the plans, specifications, 

general and special conditions and other proposed contract documents 
attached hereto and referred to herein, and uuy and all addenda thereto; 
the location, arrangement, and construction of existing railways, streets, 
roads, structures and facilities which affect or may be affected by the 
proposed work, the topography and condition of the site of the work, and 
having acquainted with and fully understanding (a) the extent and character 
of the work covered by this Proposal; (b) the location, arrangement and 
specified requirements of and for the proposed new structures and 
miscellaneous items or work appurtenant thereto; (c) the nature and extent 
of the excavations to be made and the type, character, and general condition 
of the materials to be excavated; (d) the necessary handling and rehandling 
of excavated materials; (e) all existing and local conditions relative to 
construction difficulties and hazards, labor, transportation, hauling, 
trucking, and rail delivery facilities; and (f£) all other factors and 
conditions affecting or which may be affected by the specified work. 


HEREBY PROPOSES to furnish all required materials, supplies, equipment, 
tools, and plant; to perform all necessary labor; and to construct, install, 
erect, and complete all work stipulated in, required by, and in accordance 
with, the proposed contract documents hereto attached and the plans and 
other documents referred to therein (as altered, amended, or modified by 
and all addenda thereto) at the prices stated below. 


Bidder hereby agrees to commence work under this contract on or before date 
to be specified in written "Notice to Proceed" of the Owner and to fully 


complete the project within: 60 Consecutive Calendar Days 


Removal and Stockpiling of Sludge from the Hulett Lagoon 


Bidder further agrees to pay as liquidated damages the sum of $100.00 for 
each consecutive calendar--day thereafter as hereinafter provided in the 
General Conditions. - 


Bidder agrees to perfrom all the work as described in the specifications and 


--_as shown on the plans for the following prices. 


REMOVAL AND STOCKPILING FROM THE HULETT LAGOON 


Item Estimated Unit 
IN ug DOB CERO E LOM 1 URE POs eer ene on 
l. Lagoon Dewatering by Pumping 50 Hrs. g 36.50 g§ 1,825.00 
2. - Lime added to Sludge, Complete 100 Tons g¢ 14.60 5 1,460.00 _ 
3. Discing of Sludge 40 Urs. $ 43.25 § 1,730.00 
4, Sludge Removal from Lagoon and 
Stockpiling, Complete 1500 Cu Yds $__ 7.73 $11,595.00 
5% Site Work at Stockpile Site ‘L.s. $ 2,920.00 
TOTAL $ 19,530.00 


Listed above is the revised proposal form including unit prices and then: 
extensions. This proposal form was revised due to excluding unit prices 
in the original bid; however the total remains the same. I agree to the 
above unit prices, extensions and total and agree to perform the work 
described above for these prices. 


Ronald A. McCormick, Owner 


McCormick Gravel & Excavating 


3 Sf 


Date 


pred 


fru v 


- ance with the provisions set forth in 


It is mutually understood and agreed by and between the parties of this 
contract, in signing the agreement thereof, that time is of the essence 
in this contract. In the event that the Contractor shall fail in the 
performance of the work specified and required to be performed within 

the period of time stipulated therefor in the Contract Agreement binding 
said parties after due allowance for any extension of time which may be 
granted under provisions of the preceding paragraph, the Contractor shall 
pay unto the Owner, as stipulated liquidated damages and not as a penalty 
the sum stipulated therefor in‘the Proposal, for each and every calandar 
day that the Contractor shall be in default. 


Liquidated damages will be waived for any period of time covered by a 

time extcnsion granted by the Owner. 
In the case of joint responsibility for any delay in the final 
completion of the work covered by this contract, where two or 
more separate contracts are in force at the same time and cover 
work on the same project and at the same site, the total amount 
of liquidated damages assessed against all contractors under such 
contracts, for any one day of delay in the final completion of the 
work, will not be greater than the approximate total of the damages 
sustained by the Owner by reason of such delay in completion of 
the work, and the amount assessed against any Contractor for such 
one day of delay will be based upon the individual responsibility 
of such Contractor for the aforesaid delay as determined by and 
in judgment of the Owner. 


The Owner shall have the right to deduct said liquidated damages 
from any moneys in its hand, otherwise due, or to become due, to 
said Contractor, or to sue for and recover compensation for damages 


for non-performance of this contract at the time stipulated herein 
and provided for. 


The undersigned hereby agrees to enter into contract on the attached contract 
forms and furnish the necessary bond and evidence that insurance of the kind 
and minimum limits specified is in force within ten days from the date of 
your acceptance of this proposal, to begin assembly of materials and equip- 
ment within ten days from receipt of executed copies of the contract and to 
complete said work within the indicated number of consecutive calendar days 
from and after the date of receipt from the Owner of a written work order. 


If this proposal is accepted, and should (I) (We) for any reason fail to 
sign the contract within ten days, as above stipulated, the deposit which 
has been this day made with the Owner shall at the option of the Owner be 
retained by the Owner as liquidated damage for the delay and expense caused 
the owner but otherwise it shall be returned to the undersigned in accord~ 
“Information for Bidders. 


T have ___, have not ae participated in a previous contract, subject oo 


to the provisions of Section 301 of Executive Order 11246, as amended. 


I have » have not o, -sabaiceea required compliance reports under ~ 
such previous contracts. 


PF-3 


DATED AT this 2 re day 


of Mans ,» 19 PG . 


SIGNATURE: 


If an individual: Kona \d Af le Ga ers cK doing business as 
‘ Jef + ExCayYafr 
If a Partnership: 
By Member of the Firm 
If a Corporation: 
By 
Title 
_ ATTEST: 
Secretary 


(CORPORATE SEAL) 


Business Address of Bidder RE o~ Box LF 3 Lees 
ee-sa/le g ZI? 0 6 saé ¥ 
If Bidder is a corporation, supply the following information: 


State in which incorporated 


Name and Address of’ its: 


President 


Secretary 


BIDDERS QUALIFICATIONS & SUBCONTRACTING 


To evaluate the bidders’ qualifications for acceptance on this project, 
the Owner requests the following: 


a. Previous Experience (Projects of similar construction detail) 


Location Year 


Approx. Bid 


sta ke ofthe Ozaexck mud «a peavel GH anda 
“SU ya 
mud vo Age / 6 Danes 
om) yd 


Lake vl the Crack 


Lake of the Ocak ks * euncler 


A —stfve 
b. List of Equipment available for this job: 
Jehn Deere 6IOB Excavator 


( otecp lac 955H Dozer {Laoder 
id 1.Dump “Tracks CTande mm) John Deere toalo 


% 4 
500 a tr c 


~ 


Aawmeret, 


1 c. List of subcontractors contemplated for this job: 
(Name) (Type of Work) 


ca 2 NN 
Can! (eye > FES 


This report is an integral part of the proposal. 
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CERTIFICATE OF OWNER'S ATTORNEY : wt 


I, the undersigned, : . . » the duly 
(Print) 


authorized and acting legal representative of 


_» do hereby certify as, follows: 


I have examined the foregoing contract(s) of 
(Contractor) 


‘and surety bonds and the manner of 


execution thereof, and I am of the opinion that each of the aforesaid 
agreements have been duly executed. by the proper parties thereto acting 
through their duly authorized representatives; that said representatives 
have full power and authority to execute said agreements on behalf of eS 

\ the respective parties named thereon; and that the foregoing agreements 

, constitute valid and legally binding obligations upon the parties executing 
the same in accordance with terms, conditions and provisions thereof. In 
addition, I have examined the Certificate of Insurance for amounts’ and 
coverages per the requirements of the General Conditions/Supplemental 
General Conditions of the contract documents and find that adequate 
insurance is in full force and effect. 


Project Attorney a2 


Address: 


4 


Bug 


AGREEMENT 
; e777 
THIS AGREEMENT, made this day of TDwwe , 19 FF , 
by and between City of Camdenton, Missouri » hereinafter called 


(name of Owner), (anxindiniduat) 
and McCormick Gravel & Excavating daing business as (an individual), 
Or (aXSS¥EHSERHAD), or (axxwxpwrmtinn) hereinafter called “CONTRACTOR". 
WITNESSETH: That for and in consideration of the payments and agreements 
herein after mentioned: 

1. The CONTRACTOR will commence and complete the construction of 

REMOVAL & STOCKPILING FROM THE HULETT LAGOON ane eees 

2. The CONTRACTOR will furnish all of the materials, supplies, tools, 
equipment, labor, and other services necessary for the construction and 
completion of the PROJECT described herein. 

3. The CONTRACTOR will commence the work required by the CONTRACT 
DOCUMENTS within 3 calendar days after the date of the NOTICE TO 
PROCEED and will complete the same within 60 calendar days unless 
the period for completion is extended otherwise by the CONTRACT DOCUMENTS. 

4. The CONTRACTOR agrees to perform all of-the WORK described in 


the CONTRACT DOCUMENTS and comply with the terms therein for the sum of 


Nineteen thousand five hundred thirty and 00/10@0llars $ 19,530.00 _. 


5, The term “CONTRACT DOCUMENTS” Means and includes the following: > 


(A) 
(B) 
(C) 
(D) 
(E) 


' (F) 


{G) 
(H) 
(T) 
(J) 
(kK) 
(L) 
(™) 


(N) 


(0) 


Advertisement for BIDS 


Information for BIDDERS 


BID 


BID BOND 


Agreement 


General Conditions 


SUPPLEMENTAL GENERAL CONDITIONS 


Payment BOND 


Performance BOND 


NOTICE OF AWARD 


NOTICE TO PROCEED 


CHANGE ORDER 


DRAWINGS prepared by : 


numbered 


through » and dated 


SPECIFICATIONS prepared or issued by 


Missouri Engineering Corporation 


dated 


ADDENDA: 


No. 


lL 


March 


19. 8). 
» dated —sAprf#] 18s 19 
’ » 19 
7 : » 19 
F et Se eee 
: ee eR 
3 » 19 


A-2 


89 


6. The OWNER will pay to the CONTRACTOR in the manner at such 
times as set forth in the General Conditions such amounts as required 
by the CONTRACT DOCUMENTS. 

7. This Agreement shall be binding upon all parties hereto and 
their respective heirs, executors, administrators, successors, and 


assigns. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed or caused to be 
executed by their duly authorized officials, this Agreement in ( 4 ) 


copies each of which shall be deemed an original on the date first above 


written. 
OWNER: 
CITY OF CAMDENTON, MISSOURI 
By 7 Toner tte eae” et EE 
Name Mac Webster 
(Please Type) 
Title Mayor 
(SEAL) 
ATTEST: 


Name Fe ee ( oye ae , a a Senet 


(Please Type) 


Title Cy ca, Clea fe 
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CONTRACTOR: 


McCORMECK GRAVEL & EXCAVATING 


Ronald A. McCormick 
(Please Type), 


Name aera eee 


Address R. R. 2, Box 193E 


Versailles, MO 65084 


Employer Identification Number: & 


\ . Y2-131194S 


\ 
(SEAL) 
ATTEST: 
Name Da : vp 2 
(Pléase Type) 
Sates r oui 4- }4- qo - Boe ASK. a 
= i eee : DO ee oe oh 


TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS 


General 
Lagoon Dewatering 


Sludge Removal & Stockpiling 
A. Preparation 
B. Transportation 


C. Stockpiling 


Basis of Payment of Sludge Removal 


Page 


Page 


Page 


Page 3 
Page 3 


Page 


GENERAL 

The Contractor shall provide the services, equipment and all appurtenances 
for the removal and stockpiling of the existing wastewater sludge located 
within the Hulett Lagoon. This lagoon has been eliminated as a part of the 
city's sewer system with construction of new sewer lines. The lagoon's 
primary contributor was a metal tubing company and hence, the metals 
content in the sludge accumulated in the lagoon is of a higher than normal 
concentration. Test results of samples taken of the sludge are given as an 
appendix to this report. The locations of the lagoon and the stockpiling 
area are also given 1n the appendices. The contractor's responsibility will 
be to stockpile the sludge at the site provided in accordance with the 


following specifications. 


1. LAGOON DEWATERING: The Contractor shall pump the existing water from 

the lagoon and discharge it into the existing sewer manhole approximately 

100 feet away, see Appendix I. The Contractor shall make all provisions as 
provided to prevent any solids to be discharged into the sewer system. The 
lagoon presently has 6" to 12" of water standing in the bottom with the sludge. 
The contractor shall dewater the sludge to at least a condition where the 
Sludge will cake. The expected solids content is 12 to 15 percent. The 
contractor will be allowed to construct a sump pit in one of the lower parts 
of the lagoon. This pit must be of seal tight construction such as metal or 
fiberglass. This sump can be placed in an area where the sludge has been 


removed and down to an elevation of approximately 18" depth. The upper portion 


of the sump shall be provided with screens having mesh wire to prevent 


solids easy access to the sump. When the sump has been placed the outer 


edges shall be backfilled and sealed so as to prevent leakage around the 


sump box. This will be done by compacting the soil backfill into the 


excavated areas. The contractor shall be paid for this work at an hourly 


rate while the pump is in operation. The pump or pumps used shall not 


exceed a total of 200 GPM into the sewer system. The contractor has sole 


responsibility for insuring that the dewatering 1s directly pumped into 


the sewer line. 


2. SLUDGE REMOVAL & STOCKPILING: ‘ 


A. 


PREPARATION 2 oy 
The Contractor shall remove as much of the concentrated sludge 


from the cell as possible without excavating into the soils of the 


floor. This may be accomplished with a high lift or other piece of € 
equipment as selected by the contractor. If the sludge is not 

sultable for removal using these methods, after dewatering and normal 
evaporation, the contractor may add lime and/or disc the sludge to 

assist in the drying. The proposal form provides for unit costs for 

these items but will not be paid for unless prior approval is obtained 


from the city. 


After the contractor has removed as much of the sludge ie possible from 
the cell bottom, then upon approval of the Engineers, a pit may be 
excavated to allow for collection of the remaining sludge. This will 
only be allowed in an area where tests can be performed to insure 


proper soils conditions will prevent seepage. 


TRANSPORTATION 

The Contractor shall load the sludge into a truck capable of a liquid 
tight performance. A rubber seal, gasket, or sealant material between 
the tailgate and the bed and a bed cover shall be required to pervent 
leakage of sludge materials from the truck while in transit to the 
stockpile location. All trucks shall be inspected prior to leaving 
the site to insure that seepage is'‘not occuring. The contractor 1s 
totally responsible for cleaning up any seepage or spills that occur 


in any area between the two sites. 


The Contractor shall provide a water tank or other means, at the 
stockpile site, to allow the trucks to be cleaned on the exterior 


of the bed, should accumulation cause for spillage on the return trips. 


STOCKPILING 

The stockpiling site is located approximately 150 linear feet from 
the county road. The Contractor shall provide his own access to the 
stockpile area at the location designated. The Contractor shall 
provide clearing, install culverts, crushed stone, etc. as necessary 


for his operations. 


Before stockpiling begins, the contractor shall plow 2 furrows around 
the site, except for the area on the higher side, needed for truck 
access to the area. These furrows shall be sufficient to prevent 
drainage from the site. The area to be encompassed 1s approximately 


160 feet in diameter. 


The sludge shall be stockpiled to a herght of no more than 2 feet. 


AS" 
na 


The Contractor shall level the sludge after is is dumped from the 
trucks as necessary so aS to normally maintain this height of less 


than 2 feet. This could be accomplished once daily. 


This access road as provided by the contractor shall remain in place 


after the contractor's work has been completed. 


BASIS OF PAYMENT OF SLUDGE REMOVAL 


The sludge was checked for the thickness of the layer at varying points in 

the lagoon. Two piles of up to 18" thickness are located at each of the 

inlet pipes. The remainder of the cell is covered with sludge ranging 
basically in thickness from 6" to 12", The amount of sludge to be er 

has been shown on the proposal form at 1500 cubic jacks Actual quantities 
are believed to be less. Final payment will be based on the actual amount eS 
of sludge removed and stockpiled having at least a 12% solids content. The 
size and number of trucks shall be recorded showing the total trips of each. 
This shall be used to determine the actual quantity removed. If discrepancies 
are encountered in the size and number of loads, then the stockpile area 

shall be guided as a cross check. This will all be done with a member of the 


construction crew present. 


\ 
\ 


SECTION 1 CALCULATIONS 


I. Determination of Acreage for Sludge Disposal 
A. Limitacions 
1. Maximum cumulative copper limit of 500 bls./acre 
2. Camdenton Airport 
a. Field No, 1 25.0 acres 
b. Field No. 2 17.4 acres 


o 


B. Conversion Factors 

1. 1 MG/L = 1 ppm 

2. Weight of water = 62.4 lbs/eu ft 

3. Weight of lagoon sludge = 1.2 x weaght of water 

= (1.2) (62.4) = 74.88 ibs/cu ft 

C. Information from Test Reports and References 

1. Average metel analysis for ten copper samples = 24,464 MG/L 
D. Caleulation of Acreage Using DNR Guadelines 


1, Total sludge lamit of copper in dry tons/acre 


a. Metal ppm lbs./dry ton 
Cu 24,464 x 0.002 = 48.928 
b. (1) (2) (3) 
Cumulative Sludge Total Sludge Limit 
Metal Limits Metal dry tons/acre 
lbs./acre lbs/dry ton Col) Ae tel 2 
500 48.928 10.219 
250 48.928 ead hb 


2. Weight of Dry Sludge 
Quanity of Sludge = 1250 cu yd % Solid of Sludge = 20% 


(1250 cu yd) (27 cu Ft/eu ye) (0.2) (74.88 lbs/cu ft) = 253 Dry Tons 
2000 lbs/ton 


3. Field No. 1 (25.0 acres) accepts 4 Cumulative Metal Limit of 
500 lbs/acre. Apply 164 tons to Field No. 1. The 164 tons will 
be dispensed on 16.1 acres. 


Field No. 2 (17.4 acres) accepts a Cumulative Metal Limit of 
250 lbs/acre. Apply 89 tons to Field Na. 2. The 89 tons will 
be dispensed on 17.4 acres. 


IL. Acidity Warrents Liming of the Disposal Site 


A. Limitations 
1. Disposal site should have a pH value of 6.0 


B. Information from Test Reports , 


1. Field No. 1 & 2 at the Camdenron Airport has e Enm requirement 
of 4330 and 2195 respectively, 


2. To determine the amount of limestone needed in tons/acre 
divide the ENM requirement by the guarantee of the 
limestone dealer. 


C. Procedure for obtaining pH of 6.0 
1. Apply lime to disposal site before applying the sludge 
2. Dise lime into field before applying the sludge 
3, Have soil samples taken to verify an acquired pH of 6.0. 
III, Dewatering, Storage and Disposal of Sludge 
A. Limitations 


1. The sludge will be transported by a dump truck with the means & 
to protect leakage or spillage of the sludge. 


B. Information from Test Reports 
1. On May 16, 1988 the sludge contained an average of 11.5% sodild, 


C. Procedure 


1. Dewatering of sludge should occur by removal of liquids and 
Natural evaporation. Discing and Liming sludge maybe used 
to assist coagulation, 


2. Transport sludge by dump truck to a designated storage 
area at the Camdenton Airport. 


3. Precautions should be taken to contain the Sludge while stock- 
piled. A berm will be necessary around the temporary storage 
site at the airport to contain any run-off. 


‘4. A Dry Sludge Applicator should be used to apply tn sludge onto 
Field No. 1 & 2. 


Note: 


l. The sludge must be thoroughly mixed before being land applied due 
to tne variability of the metals concentration throughout the lagoon 
as shown py the sample report dated April 19, 1988. 


2. Pereene solids concentrations must be run daily on the sludge when 
ut is being applied to ensure rhe loading rate can be calculated 
as the application progresses. @ 


3. Upon completion of the work, a summary must be submitted to the 
Department of Natural Resources. 


SECTION 2 REFERENCES 


Agricultural Use of Municipal Wastewater Sludge - A Planning Guide 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources 

Division of Environmental Quality 

January 1985 


Process Design Manual for Dewatering Municipal Wastewater Sludges 
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Office of REsearch and Development Municipal Environmental Research 
Laboratory 

October 1982 EPA - 625/1-82-014 


Metal Limitations 


Sea Table 4 for maziuum recommended heavy wetal toesiants 
in Table & are those which are goat common in domestic sivdgeas, 


‘The ‘patale Listed 
For other 


industrial contributors See Table G=A and contact the Department for any other 


paremeters. 


Caleulate which ia the wost limicing metal and the number of 


years to teach the limie at the proposed application rate. A sauple worksheet 
ia provided (Appendix B-1), . 


ppm metal x .002 = lbs. agtel per dry ton 


Metol' 
S csniiticennint so ineniall 


Cadmius 
Chromius | 
Copper 
Lead 
Nickel 
‘zine 


Page 17 of DNR: 
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TABLE 4 
Maximum Cumslative Amounts of Leavy Matals 
Recoumended for Privately Owned Paersland 


kg/ha (pounds/acre in pabenthesia) 
Soil Carion Exchanee Capacity (meq/100 p s0i1) 


CEC cE | CEC 
G28). Seis. 15 + 
$ (4.5) 10 (9) 20 (18) 
560 (500) 1120. £1000) 2250 (2000) 
yao 125) 280 (250) 560 (500) 
560 (500: 1120 (1000) 2250 (2000) 
‘AGO (125) 260 (250) “$60 (500) 
280 (280) «560 (500) | 1120 (1000) 


Argracultural Use of Municipal Wastewater Sludge 


APPENDIX B-2 SLUDGE WORKSHEET ~- CORSERVATIVE RNANAGOIEMY 


Facility ates Addrisp 
Brey 1 - LAB DATA (ace page 27) 
A) S2ODGE ANALYSIS {&xpresced on dry dolive baiish 
ppa lbafdry ton 
Totel Kjeldoh] Witeogen _x 002- 4 
Cadmicm (Cd) [yn oO 
Qronius (Cr) '7 O53 26106 
Copper (Gu) 2% 947 AGGB 
Hicked (m1) 2.58 0.225 
Zine {2n) 4,L61. f 222 
Otdtrc LG,72.9 L27 346 
Other Solids «Ppa * 80,000 - 2 
B) SOIL TEST aHALYSIS Ure Page 13) 
pa _. Limestone necded ___ EKN 
Cation Exchange Copactiy (CEC) te 
STEP 2 - CKOF AAD SITR WRPOINATIO’ (Sce Page 23 % 26) 


- Sra? 3 


Previoue Crop 


ee ee _——- 


Futore Ceop 


Llope z Builer Arcee Feet from 


Ceotogic Beetractionn 
Pathogen Reductioa 
Cacthe Crating 

Other _ 


Location 1/4, Sec »Tp elge 7 


~ APPLICATION RAYE 
150 Ubsfacce Total Hor Ibs Totel KH per dry ton of 


sludge (step 1) = _* dry tonsfacrefyear of eludge. 


Date 


Satp 4 — METALS XV£LDATION 


A) SLUDCE APPLICATION RATE 


or lover selected rate. 


8) METALS ADDITIONS (See Page 17 & 19} 


44) (2) 3} qaye 
CUISULATIVE LBS METAL TOTAL SLUDCE METALS APPLIED 
METAL LIMITS PER DRY YON LIMIT WER YEAR 
LBS /ACRE SLULCE DRY TOUSSACRE LBS/ACRE 

(Teble 4) (Seep 1) = (Lol 1 + Col 2) {Col 2 & Step 4A) 
ess. Oo dee. ee 
2000 2610 _7b, oi/ bees 
5 QO Fh. F2P (0.219 nes 
SOO _O.225 2222. 222 Jes 
1900 £322 120.163 aE aeY 


* Cofucn & should not be more thao [0-15 2 of Colom 2. 


zo i Moat Liaiting Metal (lovest in Colum 3) 
10.219 dey Jons/€cre Total Sludge Linit Cloveat Coluen 3) 


Cc) SITE LIFE FOR METALS LOADING 


* For surface application the naxiqum rete 38 2) dry tons. 


Pape 43 DNR: 


Dry TonafAcre Total Sludge Limit (Step 63) 
- Dry Tons/Acre Sludge Applied Previously 


= __Dry TonsfAcre Sludge Remaining to Seach Metal Limit 


e _Dry TonsfAcie/Year Studge Applicetion (Step 4} 


- Ro, Yesun Fo Reach Metals Limits 


Agricultural Use of Municipal Wastewater Sludge. 


tonsfacrefyear frou Step 2 or Step 3 


=\N 


ENVIRODYNE Pte 
as ENGINEERS Pelee 


Mi tet De, 


REPOAT OF AWMLISIB 


CLIENT; Valéa Aahonev KEPGAT DATE: Aprs) 19, 1966 
Hissours Engineering SwNPLE ANALYZED) Ten sludge Seaples for 
Post Office Box 33 petals analysis. 


Rolla, M0 6540} 


DATE RECEIVED: = Aareh 7,1986 
bs 3222-00353 P.O. 8: 


FF a, 
STASCIALS AEH CM SS TORS ES EACSSR RCC oC MRCS RECHT PESE ECS SSR CHS ARSSS SECS SE ESSAL SS Ce SAC SAMS TR SSH se ecs secs 


Pargaeler a} o"2 
SeSteaececs SASH ce esc eeseveccorcre 


. 4 a 46 7 
SETOSSSSSRSE Ce ewcc ar gecsecssetcszactscesticcr 
Aluainua (M6/L) S570 B74 F7yWBSSUO 19200 47100 2400 
Chrogiug (MG/L) 12400 = 24500 28800 = 18600 = 24300) «12300 «=: 18600 
Cadaiue (Mb/i) 4.2650 4.28.4 MEF 23S 4 Sed 8. 4 BE 


Copper (MG/L) thBOG E5390) BLOG = 52400) = kG = 4900) =: 18706 
Leao iMG/L)3 CS ') a 13 15¢ ‘Wi 14 15: 
Nickel (Ra/l) 03,0 yye 176 NS iti $5.9 63.0 
Linc (A6/L) 45) 0 hig 430 37h TEhe 4530 3710 
Paraaeter 15 15 410 

saesretss CVS sees sess ses ccrecscseecss 

Aiueinue (K/L) Ney 0) fo 0 

Chroaiua (Me/c) Why BARS 15949 

Cadeiua wMS/L) C850 8 ZR © 18,8 

Copper iMa/yi sid eee es YT 

Lead (Mosk) iS 15S 125 

hickel (MG/L) 46.5 ised M31 

ding (hos) 2920 3470 yea 


Ail results have deen correctes for perce’ solids. 
Im]! concentrations neve been corrected fcr alytinul ister terence. 
Sep reverse side for “StaAhSard CLAUSES", 


ferss 39 & 
ab PAGEL: 
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REE i Or | 
SSTIOC Recess ierrusccseaeaesrersssossrsstseasseesssaagsssssersrssz 


SLUDGE DISPOSAL SITES 
CAMDENTON, MISSOURI 


N 


FIELD NO.! 


SEE APPENDIX 


NOTE: FIELO NO.2 ANO PART OF FIELD NO 1 
TO BE USED FOR DISPOSAL. 


MISSOURI ENGINEERING CORP 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS ROLLA, MISSOURI 


forawe BY SCALE NONE DRAWING NO 
eeiliitla 


STORAGE FACILITY 


ACCESS ROAD 


ACCESS ROAD & STORAGE FACILITY 
APPENDIX IIT 


COUNTY ROAD 


CLEAN — . MISSOURI ENGINEERING CORP. 
FILL CONSULTING ENGINEERS ROLLA, MissoURI 


DIRT 
BERM venga SCALE "900! DRAWING NO. 
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STATE OF MISSOURI 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
WALLACE B.HOWE,STATE GEOLOGIST 


OR 


ARSAW (VIA MO. 5) 35 Mi. 


QML TOUS. 54 


\ 


Wao ! 
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None NOM grees the: 
REPORT OF WAL YSIS 
CLIENT: Valda Mahoney GEPGEY DATE: April 19, 1966 
Missouri Engineering SaNPLE ANALYZED: Ten sludge saaples for 


Post Gitice box 15 


acetals analysis. 
Rotla, #0 6540) 


DATE RECEIVED: sarch 7,)986 


FROM. @: 3222-00352 Pot. 
ee eee eee eee eee Se SS SSS SSS SSS SSSSS SS SSS SS SSS SSS SSS SSSssssssssssssssssssscs 
Paraseter 1 +2 +2 4 es fc 17 


Alueinua (Mo/L) S570 67400) 97OG) BSN 79200 7100 = S200 
Chrosive (MG/L) 12409 24300) 28900 198000) = 2450012300 = 15608 


Cadeiue (R6/L) C160 Agee GSR aad 2 Bey Behe 2leb 
Cooper i85/L) TéscG HIG 1800 = 524000 Beth = TAME s1B700 
Lead iMs/Lit “101 » 33,1 Cis Ifo ae) ite 1S? 
Nickel ifs/L) $3.0 115 174 215 Lie BS. B7.0 
linc (Rb. 4510 4176 430 STot yee AFid 3710 
Paraaeter 46 5 #16 
feres===s STSSSSIISCETS CSR SLSseeSs=== 
Alueinus (N6/Li Soz0o) SEGGG Sizur 
Chrosive (Mo/L) ‘Vikos ASO 15960 
Cadaiue \M5/L) € 5.20 6 22.8 ¢ 18.2 
Capper iMo/t) PL) dluu Ble 
Lead (N6sL) {15 55 {25 
Aickel (Mb/L) 46.5 77.4 lit 
Tine iMb/L) 2920 3470 solu 
Ail results have been corrected for percent solids. Sl we 
tA!1 concentrations nave been cerrectec fcr Aiuainue interverence. 2 Ps 


See reverse side for “SiskSakd CLAUSES". 
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Former Hulett Lagoon Site 


Missouri Engineering Corporation Combined PA/SI 
ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS Reference 30 
PO BOX 13 


ROLLA, MISSOURI! 65401 * PHONE. 314-364-4003 


July 21, 1989 


SLUDGE REMOVAL PROJECT 
HULETI LAGOON - CAMDENTON, MO 


Mr. Ron Macormic approached me concerning the spreading of the 
sludge on the 22 acre area at the airport. This sludge 1is_currently 
being stockpiled. _ 


His proposal is basically as outlined below. 
1. Spreading of sludge complete - $2.25 per cu. yd. 
We have estimated this at 1500 cu ye. or $3375.00. 


2 Clearing, bush-hogging, or cutting to be able to utilize 
the area. May be up to 4 acres. 
His proposal is $400 per acre or $1600.00 


3 Diseing of the field after sludge application to create a 
mixture and seed bed. 
A lum sum cost of $560 G0. 


4. For seeding of the 22 acre tract with 15 lbs per acre of 
fescue and 1 bushel per acre of cover crop at a cost of 
$45.00 per acre or a total of $990.00. 
Based upon our estimated quantities, this would create a change 
order 1ncrease of a total of $6525.00. If you wish to pursue this 
method of completing the disposal, please let me know. 


MISSOURI ENGINEERING CORP. 


Charles Ray 
CR/1c 


Attachment A 


Contractor's 
Change Order No. _1 


City of Camdenton, Missouri of Camden County, 
(Owner) State of Missouri 
To __ McCormick Gravel & Excavating for _REMOVAL & STOCKPILING HULETT LAGOON 


Section of Project 


You_are hereby directed to make the following changes from the contract 


1. Description, location and reason for change of each item and effect on 


a 


completion date. (Attach additional sheets 1f required) 


Spreading stockpiled sludge on the 22 acre area at the airport. See Attachment A. 
Time extension due to poor weather conditions 7 
2. Cost of work affected by this change order. 


Item Item Units Units Units Contract yes Araoune 
No, Description Provided To Be Add or or Unit Added Ded - d 
- for Built Deduct Price 2 iia 


Spreading Sludge 


3,375.00 
Clearing & bush 
hogging 


1,600 00 
560 00 
990.00 


Discing 


Seeding 


C 


Totals 


1. Contract Amount $19, 530_00 , 
2. Add or Deduct this Change Order 


(Additions - Deductions) + $6,525 00 
3. Add or Deduct Previous 

Change Orders Q 
4. Total Add or Deduct to Date + $6,525 00 


5. Adjusted Contract Amount $26,055 00 


. Contractor Date 


Owner Date 


Contractor's 


Change Order No. 2 i - 
City of Camdenton, Mzssour2z of Camden County 
(Owner ) Stace of Missouri - 
1 Fy 
To McCormick Gravel & Excavating for REMOVAL & STOCKPILING HULETT LAGOON 
Section of Project 
You_are herebv directed to make the following changes from the contract 
1. Description, location and reason for change of each item and effect on 
completzon date. (Attach additional sheets 1f required) 
Time extension due to inclement weather. 
2. Cost of work affected by this change order. 
Item Item Units Units Units Contract Aas A 
No. Description Provided To Be Add or or Unit rae Leva 
for Built Deduct Price . Deducted 


45{;day time extensipn -- Completion date revised to October|24, 1989 


NO COSTS INVOLVED 


1. Contract Amount $19,530 00 
2. Add or Deduct this Change Oraer 
(Additions + Deductions) 0 
3. Add or Deduct Previous 
Change Orders + $6,525 00 


4. Total Add or Deduct to Date + $6,525 00 


5. Adjusted Contract Amount $26,055 00 


x -L Tals 


gyvheer Da Contractor Da te 


s 1 7 
t : 7 ! = 
' 
x wy 


Contractor ' s | 
change GEtee No. 3 : 


‘ 4 ' 


City of Camdenton, Missouri of Camden, ; oe 
(Owner) _~. State of Missouri . 
To McCormick Gravel & Excavating for Removal & Stockpiling'Hulett Lagoon 
; , ' Section of Project 
You are herebv directed to make the following changes from the contract 
1. Description, location and reason for change of each'item and effect on 
completion date. (Attach additional sheets 1f required) 
: . 
2. Cost of work affected by this change order. 
‘Item Item Units, Units Units Contract pane peas 
No. Description Provided To Be Add or or Unit ae ie Beaae d 
for Bu2rlt Deduct Price we bens 


Removal of exces 
: |S011ls to complet é 
lagoon abandonment 0 7,000 00 


Adjustment for 
spreading of 
materials at 
airport for clearing 
brush, spreading 
sludge and soils 
discing, and 
seeding 1,363 50 


Totals 
1. Contract Amount 19,530.00 
2. Add Deduct this Change Order, 
lssas: + $8,363.50 


(Additions - Deductions) 
3. Add or Deduct Previous 
Change Orders + $6,525 00 
4. Total Add or Deduct to Date + $14,888 50 ; 


5. Adjusted Contract Amount $34,418 50 


Contractor Date 


¥ 
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Attached herewith you will find a letter dated November 011989 written to Attorney 
David Welch from Charlie Ray with Missouri Engineering Corporation, along with the 
Information for Bidders, Proposal Form, additional information for the contractor, 
and Change Order Nos 3 and 4 concerning the sludge removal at the Hulett Lagoon. 


I personally inspected the sludge site at the a1rport with Kent and Charlie on Wed- 
nesday, October 25, 1989. Upon our inspection, it was found that there is soil 
that was removed from the lagoon, but there are traces of sludge mixed in with the 
soil. 


I will be the first to admit that I am by far no expert on sludge, but is my feel- 
ing that 1f sludge was present at the lagoon, that it should be removed. This being 
not only to satisfy my concerns, but maybe more importantly, to satisfy DNR. I be- 
lieve you will agree that we do not want any trouble with DNR over this lagoon sludge 
removal. 


I realize the Mayor or Council was not advised of the additional loads being removed 

from the lagoon at the time, but let's just suppose we had been told beforehand that 

additional loads needed to be removed. . .then, would we have said no? Would we have 
been expert enough to know that no more sludge needed to be removed from the lagoon? 

Please just take a minute and think about it. 


As Charlie states in his letter, weather conditions were not ideal at the time sludge 
was be1ng pumped from the lagoon, and there were delays, plus each time the rains 
came, this caused the sludge to spread back over the area of the lagoon, which I feel 
would need to be removed. Apparently, the contractor felt 1t necessary to remove 

the additional soil, as it was contaminated with sludge Although, after the sludge 
was removed and taken to the stockpile sight and dried out, the majority removed was 
soil, BUT there was a percentange of sludge in the soil that was tested. 


Charles also states that more tests can be performed on the soil at the stockpile 
sit, but you will note that the eight tests that were run cost $1000.00. Do we want 
to keep testing the soil and spending thousands of dollars for this? 


You will note in the information attached to Charlie's letter, on page GC-20 under 
No. 30 ARBITRATION, that disputes will be settled by arbitration. Although, some of 
you may not be too familiar with arbitration, I deal with 1t everyday in my work, 
and it has been my experience that this is not the easiest way to prove a point. 
You may think your case is airtight, but the arbitration committee can easily blow 
your case right out of the water. I personally believe that if the arbitration 
committee saw that there was a percentage of sludge in the excess soil removed from 
the lagon, that they would rule in favor of the contractor Be advised this is my 
personal opinion, but also, I have dealt with arbitration committees for several 
years. Our attorney may disagree with me totally, but I do feel very strongly on 
this point. 


I feel we can sit in the council chambers and argue and hash this matter out for sev- 
eral hours, and never settle the dispute. As you know, each of us are separate in- 
dividuals with our own way of thinking. I am not trying to persuade any one of you 
in any way, but please take a little time and think carefully about this matter and 
just maybe, you may reconsider allowing this matter to be resolved by paying the 
contractor on these change orders. 


o2s 


I do have information from a very reliable and trustworthy individual that McCormick 
has alread been told that an additional $3000 00+ that he has spent on this sludge 
removal project will not be taken into consideration for payment, and they have ap- 
parently accepted this fact 


This matter can be discussed to some extent Tuesday night, but let's not drag it 

out for any length of time Please be advised that I do intend to make a motion for, 
this additional money to be paid to McCormick and at will be up to the rest of the 
council to either agree or disagree Remember, 1n the meantime, the sludge is just 
sitting idle at the airport waiting to be spread 


Thank you for taking the time to read this and reconsidering all the facts involved 
un this matter 


Again, I respect each and everyone of you in the decisions we make as a council, and 
I do feel that we are a strong and aggressive council who face may tough decisions 


each time we sit in the council chambers 


Sincerely, 


Missourt Enginsaring Corporation 


ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS 


PO BOX 13 
ROLLA, MIBSOUR! 65401 * PHONE. 314-964-4003 


Novemher 1, 1989 


Dave Welch 

Attorney at Law 

190 Court Circle 
Camdenton, MQ 65020 


Dear Dave; 


Since our meeting Tuesday morning, I have ‘tried to summarize the overall 
situation of payment on che Hulett Layoon Sludge Removal and Stockpiling 
project. I have taken a set of the contract documents and marked what I 

felt waa pertinent information regarding this matter. Mr. McCormick feels 
that he is due additfonal funds for sludge removal. I am in agreement with 
him that he has removed additional material but disagree thar it was actually 


sludge. 


The specifications were very clear that the quantities shown were only estimates 
and that final payment would be made on the quantities actually removed and 
mearured. On GC-8, 13.1, it states that tinal measurements shall not be 
considered changes in the work. It also states in the specifications that 
differing site conditions or weather conditions can govern the work to he 
pertormed and paid for. This project is very unique and the conditions 
encountered during the removal period were not ideal. As you are aware, the 
Department of Natural Resources had complete control on the approval of this 
material being removed, but it was at a total cost paid by the City of Camdenton. 


The scope of the projecct included complete removal of the sludge from the lagoon 
site and stockplling of this materiaj at the south end of the airport property. 
T have had conversations with Mr. McCormick over concerns of the project and 
will try to highlight thase in the folJowing statements. 


1. T have been told that even though the contractor was prepared to begin 
removal of the sludge during the last weeks of June, that he was told by the 
eifty to not start until after the July 4th holiday period. We lost two weeks 
of very favorable working days. 


2. The removal process began on July 11, 1989. They had hauled approximately 
650 cuble yards through July 12 at 1:30 p.m. At that time my inspector told 

me that they were way less than one-half done with the area. T asked how much 
dirt was being removed with the sludge. Was it a clean separation? Ihe answer 
wae that the excavation was being made to a Jevel that showed clay material. 

T aksed my inspector to have Mr. McCormick to contact me. 


Seem achaeememeeliemeeeee cate 2 eure 
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3. Mr. McCormick called me to discuss the problems. He assured me that 
there waa very litcle dirt being removed and absolutely no more than was 
necessary. I told him at that time, that if chere was going to be nora 
Sludge, I had to rake the increase to the council. His statement was that 
he felt that the total yardage would not exceed the 1500 cubic yards in 
the proposal by very much, maybe a hundred yards. 


‘4. The Sludge was Icft to dry after July 12. Rainfall filled the bottom 
of the lagoon during the following weeks and created additional pumping. 
The contractor attempted removal ayazn on pHeuae 18 and 19. Rain again 
etoppad the project on August 19. 


5. Alter Pumping on che lagoon again and drying: the sludge, the contractor 
again started hayling on September 7 and 8. When work had stopped on 
August 19, 1 was advised by my inspector that, they were nearly done and if 
at had not rained, they would have probably finished that dav. They were 
at approximately 1485 cubic yards. After the rains and the contractor 
continued, he hauled approximately another 910 cubac yards. ‘ 

In my opinion and as shown at the ieoun sites much of che soils were 
contamlnated with copper each time the lagoon was refilled with rainwater. 
The reason this; showed was because tha copper settled out and oxidized 
causing che soils to appear as the same color of the sludge. Lach time 

the contractor reworked the areas, he was forced to remove additional 
materials that must have appeared to be sludge when it was wet. After it 
dyied at the stockpile site, it was obvious to me that most of it was soils. 
The test results that we had performed reflect that this i6 actually the 
case. 


“ 


In eight samples taken from the stockpiled materials, an analysis was madc. 
to determine the sludge quantity. These are as follows: 
1. 3.08% sludge 

2. O.397% sludge 

3. 1.05% sludge . 

4. 1,53% sludge " 

5. 8.10% sludge 

6. 33.35% sludge 

7. 1.68% sludge 

8. 2.03% sludge 


Also the metals test show a considerable drop from the, sludgé samples 
“analyzed before the project began. Concentrations of copper dropped from 
a it of 50,000 payee per million to a prep of 5500 feel per million. 


i} wv oe ' t vie 
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It is impossible to test every particle of the stockpLled materials to 
determine if this is totally representative, but I believe that is is a 
valid comparison. There are approximately 50 loads that would have to 

be tested to get an actual sludge analysis. These eight tescs cost $1000. 


I know that the council feels as af they were left out of this decision, but 
I do not think that they could have ever reached any other answer other than 
to continue to remove all necessary matertals. This has always been the goal 
in order to satasfy DNR requirements, 


ic is my opinion, that the contractor did the work required in order to 
achieve the completion of the total sludge removal and should be compensated 
for the additional material removal in the amount of $7,826.50. In addicion 
to this, if we continue with the project and spread the material at the 
airport, there would be an additional cost of $1,800 to spread the additional 
materiale. 


Hopefully this information will be of benefit to you. I would certainly 
like to see this issue resolved and the projece completed. 


Sincerely, 
MISSOURI ENGLNEERING CORP. 


Cha ken Kay 


Charles Ray 
CR/vm 
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112 Court Circle PO Box 1048 
Camdenton MO 65020 
314-346-3600 


Ronnie Testerman April 9, 1990 
Department of Natural Resources 

PO Box 176 

Jefferson City, Mo 65102 


RE Hulett Lagoon Sludge Oisposal 
Work Completion Summary ‘ 7 


Dear Ronnie, ‘ , 


As per the -aproved sludge disposal plan for this project, I an 
submitting to ONR a work completion summary The following 15 a ? 
chronological recounting of the events surrounding the project - 


January 1989 The fields at the airport were limed in order to improve 
the pH levels to 6 


June, July, August $989 The contractor mixed the sludge with lime in 
the lagoon and transported it to the storage site at the airport Rain 
delays and traffic considerations added to the length of time needed 
for this work 


a 
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December, 1989 After allowing it to dry, the contractor began 
spreading the material via dry sludge applicator on the designated 
fields at the airport, mixing 1t with additional soil and discing the 
sludge into the ground Soils tests were taken to insure the loading 
rate did not exceed set limits Rain and snow delayed completion of the 


spreading o 


H 


March, 1990 Mixing, spreading and discing were completed Soils test 
were taken and demonstrated that the loading was below the specified 
levels The fields have been seeded with a mix of Timothy and Fescue 
grasses in order to provide ground cover and prevent eros.on 


April, 1990 The fields that are below a pH level of 6 will be limed 
to bring them up as needed | - 


T hope that this summary statement fulfills the requirements of the 
approved sludge disposal specifications Should you have any questions 
or require further information, please feel free to contact me 


Your cooperation and assistance in helping the city 15 very much 
appreciated 


Sincerely, 


Kent L Kk Hh) : 


Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
Combined PA/SI 


Cily of “Camdenieon™ 


112 Court Circle PO Box 1048 
Camdenton MO 65020 
314-346-3600 


Mr Paul Kieler March 23, 1992 
Jacobs Engineering Group 

10901 W 84th Terrace 

Suite 210 

Lenexa, Kansas 66214 


RE Hulett Lagoon Clousre Process 
Dear Mr Kuieler, 


Enclosed are some documents relevant to the closing of Hulett 
Lagoon This 1s the sewer lagoon that Modine, formerly Sunstrand, 
discharged into The lagoon was built in 1962-63 and was taken out of 
service 1n 1986-87 after Sunstrand constructed the pre-treatment 
facility 


The actual lagoon closure wasn't completed until late 1989 I had 
only recently been hired by the City and was not involved in the 
development of the closure plan 


I do know that all the sludge was taken to the municipal airport and 
land applied then tilled into the soil according to the DNR 
guidelines The berms of Hulett lagoon were turned in and mixed 
with on a 1 to 1 ratio a . , 
The City 1s in the process of leveling off the site and opening it up 
for a neighborhood park 


If you have any questions or require further information, please feel 
free to contact me 


q 


Sincerely, 


Berks 


City Administrator 


Prepared By: 


SO Madhas 


John Madyas, 
fnvironmental 
Specialist 
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CAMDEN COUNTY, MISSOURI 


January 31, 1992 


Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
Hazardous Waste Program 


Reviewed By: Approved By: 
a oe — : 
Opn Pebell inl 
f Jum Belcher, Edwin D ight, 
Chief Chief 
Planning and Pre- Superfund Section 


Remedial Unit 


Date: January 31, 1992 


Prepared by: John Madras 
Missour1 Department of Natural Resources 


Site: Sundstrand 
City of Camdenton, Camden County, Missour1 4 


EPA ID No.: MOD 


1. INTRODUCTION , 


Under the authority of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation 
and Liability Act (CERCLA) and the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act 
of 1986 (SARA), the Missouri Department of Natural Resources, through a 
cooperative agreement with the U:S. Environmental Protection Agency, conducted 
a Preliminary Assessment (PA) at the Sundstrand site. The purpose of this 
investigation was to collect information concerning conditions at the site 
sufficient to assess the threat posed to human health and the environment, and 
to determine the need for addition investigation under CERCLA/SARA or other 
action. ‘The scope of this investigation included review of available file 
information, a comprehensive source survey, a comprehensive target survey, and 
an on-site reconnaissance. 


2. SITE DESCRIPTION, OPERATIONAL HISTORY, AND WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 


2.1 Location 


The Sundstrand site is located in the City of Camdenton, Missouri, at the 
center of Camden County, Missouri (Figure 1). The geographic coordinates are 
38° 00’ 32.5’'N latitude and 92° 45’ 26''W longitude (Reference 1). The 

site 1s located about one-half mle west of the intersections of U S. Route 54 
and Missouri Route 5/7. The site can be accessed by turning west onto Sunset 
Drive from Missouri Route 5/7. 


Camden County 1s characterized by a temperate climate. Summers are warm and 
humid with daily temperatures reaching 90°F or higher. The winter months are 
generally cold with nommal daily temperatures of 22° to 42°F. Net annual 
precipitation for the area 1s 42 inches (Reference 2, pages 1, 13, 43). 


2.2 Site Description 


The suspected area of contamination includes soil beneath the manufacturing 
facility, and soil and f111 material comprising loading areas and parking lot 
adjacent to the facility on the west (Reference 3,4) Trichloroethylene (TCE) 
and 1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA) have been detected in the soil below the 
facility and in borings in the adjacent areas outside of the facility 
(Reference 5) Groundwater may be affected. 


Concentrations of TCE and TCA detected at the facility are shown on Figure 2 
(from Reference 5) 
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Sundstrand - PA Report 
January 31, 1992 


The facility 1s located on a gently, sloping terrain which drops steeply toward 
a permanently flowing tributary of Lake of the Ozarks. 


The Sundstrand site appears to be the sole source of potential TCE or TCA 
contamination 1n the vicinity of the site itself. Other potential: sources are 
present in the Camdenton area (Reference 6; Electrovert USA site). 


Sundstrand was an interim status hazardous waste treatment, storage, and 
disposal facility (EPA ID# MOD06249351). ‘The Department requested a Part B 
application to be submtted. The facility was sold to Modine Heat Transfer, 
Inc , a wholly owned subsidiary of Modine Manufacturing Company. The new owner 
stated their intention to complete the closure begun by Sundstrand and operate 
the facility as a "generator only" facility (Reference 7). 


Wastewater from the facility was discharged to the City of Camdenton sanitary 
discharge system. At the time of the alleged release, that discharge was 
delivered to the City’s "Factory" lagoon. This lagoon was subsequently closed 
and discharges were transferred to the aed Ss new wastewater treatment 

' facility 


2.3 Operational History and Waste Characteristics 


To date, no governmental agencies have conducted sampling at this site. 
Routine water well sampling has been conducted for the City of Camdenton wells, 
the closest of which is about 200 feet from the site. No contamination was 
detected (Reference 8). 


Modine Heat Transfer, Inc., the present owner and operator of the facility, 
expressed an interest in conducting sampling following a meeting with the 
Department of Natural Resources on March 11, 1991 (Reference 9). A sampling 
plan was submitted; however, 1t was not approved (Reference 10). 


After one revision of the plan, the owner decided to proceed without approval 
by the Department (Reference 11). Sampling was conducted October 5-8, 1991, 
without approval of the plan or oversight of the sampling by the 

US. Environmental Protection Agency or the state. 

No removal actions or other response actions have occurred at the site. 

3 GROUNDWATER PATHWAY 

3.1 Hydrogeologic Setting 


The following information 1s reported eal the Missour1 Division of Geology and 
Land Survey (Reference 12) 
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Sundstrand - PA Report 
January 31, 1992 


The bedrock at the site 1s the Roubidoux Formation The surficial materials 
developed overlying the bedrock are composed of stratified layers of hard, 
broken chert and sandstone fragments in red, silty clay 


Beds of massive boulders, some over three feet thick are not uncommon this 
residuum 1s three to nine feet thick 


The area 1s underlain by a thick sequence of Ordovician and Cambrian aged 
rocks The sequence is primarily dolamite, and may be up to 1,800 feet thick 
The section that includes the principle aquifers through the Potosi Dolomite is 
uninterrupted by a consistent confining bed This part of the section 1s 
approximately 1,000 feet thick, and 1s made up of dolomtes except for the 
Roubidoux Formation, which contains intervals of dolam.tic sandstone,, and the 
Gunter Sandstone Member of the Gasconade Dolomite Though some units in this 
sequence may act as relative confining layers, the entire section from the 
Potosi Dolomite up through the Roubidoux formation should be considered one 
aquifer 


The Davis Formation contains the only persistent confining shale bed in the 
section It serves as a boundary between the lower part of the Cambrian 
sequence, and the Potosi and stratigraphically higher formations Vertical 
circulation of water has enlarged openings along joints and fractures, allowing 
freer passage of water from the surface through the Potosi Dolomite 


There are no major geologic structures in the target area to constitute an 
aquifer discontinuity There are also no topographic features which transect 
an aquifer within the target area 


The aquifer underlying the site 1s a karst aquifer Karst features are 
particularly well developed in the Roubidoux Fommation, which 1s the uppermost 
bedrock beneath the site «Segments of the unnamed stream downgradient from the 
site are losing 


3 2 Groundwater Targets - 


The majority of the population within a 4-mle radius relies on public water 
supplies, either the City of Camdenton or one of the other public water 
supplies The Camdenton public water supply is a blended system that draws 
water from three wells’ All three wells are within one mle of the site, and 
together they serve the population of 2,561 (Reference 13) Sampling of the 
City of Camdenton wells in 1987 and 1991 did not detect contamination by the 
hazardous substances of concern at this site (Reference 8) 


In addition, there are many other public water supply wells located in the 
vicinity of the site, including the wells for the City of Linn Creek (see 
Table 1) There are approximately 374 homes within four miles which use 
private wells for drinking water (Reference 1) At 2 4 persons per household 
(the average for Camden County, Reference 14), this equates to 898 residents 
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Sundstrand - PA Report AR 
January 31, 1992 


The residence using a private well and located closest to a suspected source of 
the contamination is about 3,700 feet from the western side of the Modine 
plant. No residences relying on private wells are located within a 0.25-mle 
radius of this potential source (Reference 1). 


All water wells in the area produce from the same aquifer. Most of the lake 
homes, restaurants, condominiums, and subdivisions have private water supplies, 
as there are no rural water districts 1n the area. There 1s no wellhead 
protection area in the vicinity of the site. 


3.3 Groundwater Conclusions 


A release of hazardous substances to the Cambro-Ordovician aquifer 1s possible 
through the on-site disposal of solvents. ‘TCE has been detected in area 
springs in the vicinity of the site, although dye trace work 1n the Camdenton 
areas has not been successful in identifying the recharge area of the spring. 
Due to the relatively high conductivity of the aquifer, potential widespread 
migration of contaminants is high. There are no residents whose wells are 
within 0.25 mile of the potential source. ‘TCE and TCA are very mobile 
contaminants and the direction of groundwater flow is unknown. As no well 
contamination has been detected 1n wells close to the site, the remainder of 
residents dependent upon private wells within four mes are considered to be 
secondary targets. 


4. SURFACE WATER PATHWAY 
4.1 Hydrologic Setting 


The site,1s located near the divide between two small branches of an unnamed 
stream which drains west to the Niangua Am of the Lake of the Ozarks. Water 
appears to run off the site to the south and southwest. There are no runoff 
containment structures on-site. Discharge from the drainage pipe on the west 
side of the parking lot runs through an excavated area and into a well defined 
gully west of the site The two drainage pipes on the south side of the 
facility do not appear to ever discharge large quantities of water since there 
1s no channel leading from the pipe. The site 1s less than one-half mle 
southwest of the divide between the Linn Creek drainage and the Niangua River 
drainage. The two-year 24-hour rainfall for the site 1s 3.5 inches. 


Drainage from the site flows overland to the south and southwest down a steep 
slope for approximately 700 feet before 1t enters an unnamed stream, which 
flows southwest to the Lake of the Ozarks. This unnamed stream contains losing 
segments The drainage area of the site 1s less than 50 acres’ The site 1s 
not located in a floodplain 


Since this 1s a karst area, water issuing from springs within the groundwater 
target area should be considered for the surface water pathway. This would 
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include Ha Ha Tonka Spring and an unnamed spring near the City of Linn Creek 
TCE has been previously detected in Ha Ha Tonka Spring 


4 2 Surface Water Targets 


The unnamed tributary 1s a permanently flowing water body at the probable point 
of entry of contaminants from the site (Reference 1) This tributary 1s nota 
Classified stream 1n the Missouri Water Quality Standards It 1s subject to 
the general criteria for protection of all waters of the State of Missouri 
(Reference 15, page 11) Lake of the Ozarks, into which this unnamed creek 
flows, 1S classified for the protection of livestock and wildlife watering, the 
protection of warm water aquatic life and human health/fish consumption, whole 
body contact recreation, and boating and canoeing (Reference 15, page 32) 


There are no identified drinking water intakes in the vicinity of the site 


There are no identified.wetlands in the vicinity of the site There are 
sensitive environments present in the vicinity of the site (References 16, 17), 
although they do not occur in surface waters | 


4 3 Surface Water Conclusions : 


There are no present indications that hazardous substances have been released 
into surface waters or into areas that drain toward permanently flowing surface 
waters ‘The waters of the unnamed tributary appear to be recharged at least 
partially from shallow groundwater, which 1s suspected to be contaminated 
There are no water intakes located on the tributary or on the Lake of the 
Ozarks No identified wetlands are present in the vicinity of the site A 
federally designated endangered species, as well as other sensitive 
environments, are present in Lhe vicinity of the site Primary targets include 
the fisheries of the tributary and Lake of the Ozarks, and the sensitive 
environments 


5 __ SOT CXPOSURE AND AIR PATHWAYS 


5 1 Physical Conditions 

At this point, no areas of surface so1l contamination have been identified 
Hazardous substances have been detected at shallow depths 1n parking areas west 
of the building, and in soil below the floor of the building (the pit under the 
vapor degreaser) 


5 2 Soil and Air Targets 

The potential source of the contamination 1s an active facility Residences 
are located on properties adjacent to the facility The residence nearest any 
of the potential sources is located about 200 feet from the fommer west wall of 
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the facility (the alleged disposal area). There are 808 residences located 
within 0.25 mle of this location. The Modine property is fenced with a gate 
at the road entrance The total population within a 4-mle radius of the 
lagoon 1s 6,394 (Reference 14). : 


There are no wetlands of at least five acres 1n the vicinity of the site 
Smaller wetlands may be present. The Gray Bat (Myotis griesescens) 1S 
federally and state listed as endangered. The bat 1s known from four caves in 
the vicinity of Camdenton. The first cave is 2 1 mles from the site. 
Spinulose shield fern (Dryopteris carthusiana) 1s known to occur in the 
vicinity of the site in Red Sink Natural Area and is state lasted endangered. 
Other sensitive environments are also present in the vicinity of the site 
(References 16 and 17). 


5.3 Soil Exposure and Air Pathway Conclusions 


The so1l exposure pathway appears to pose a minimal threat at the site due to 
the unaccessibility of the closest potential source. Although TCE 1s volatile 
when exposed to air, a release of TCE to air is not suspected because of the 
length of time since releases were alleged to have occurred. In addition, many 
of the sites are covered with pavement, buildings, or vegetation. 


6. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 


The Sundstrand site 1s located in the City of Camdenton, Missouri, at the 
center of Camden County, Missouri (Figure 1). The site is located about 
one-half mile west of the intersections of U.S. Route 54 and Missouri Route 

5/7 The suspected area of contamination includes soil beneath the Modine Heat 
Transfer (fommerly Sundstrand) manufacturing facility, and soil and fill 
material comprising loading areas and parking lot adjacent to the facility on 
the west. The contaminants are known to include trichloroethylene (TCE) and 
1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA). Due to the relatively high conductivity of the 
aquifer, potential widespread migration of contaminants is high There are no 
residents whose private wells are within 0.25 mle of the potential source 

TCE and TCA are very mobile contaminants and the direction of groundwater flow 
is unknown There are no present indications that hazardous substances have 
been released into surface waters or into areas that drain toward permanently 
flowing surface waters. There are no water intakes located on the tributary or 
on Lake of the Ozarks No identified wetlands are present in the vicinity of 
the site. Primary targets include the fisheries of the tributary and Lake of 
the Ozarks, a federally designated endangered species, and other sensitive 
environments The soil exposure pathway appears to pose a minimal threat at 
the site due to the inaccessibility of the closest potential source. 
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GROUNDWATER TARGETS 


\ 


Public Water Supplies 


City of Camdenton #3 (Rodeo): total depth 940 feet; cased depth 450 feet; 
aquifer Cambrian-Ordovician; Capacity 320 gpm; distance from site 1.0 
miles population served 622. 


City of Camdenton #4 (Blair): total depth 1045 feet; cased depth 400 
feet; aquifer Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity 300 gpm; distance from site 
0 6 miles; population served 576. 


City of Camdenton #6 (Mulberry): total depth 900 feet; cased depth 400 
feet; aquifer Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity 575 gpm; distance from site 
08 miles; population served 1105. 


City of Linn Creek #1: total depth 385 feet; cased depth 170 feet; 
aquifer Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity 100 gpm; distance from site 2.9 
niles; population served ___. 


City of Linn Creek #2: total depth 860 feet; cased depth 528 feet; 
aquifer Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity 50 gpm; distance from site 3 1 
miles; population served __. 


Camden PWSD #2: total depth 848 feet; cased depth 330 feet; aquifer 
Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity 100 gpm; distance from site 4 0 miles; 
population served ‘ 


Autumn Village: cased depth 260 feet; aquifer Cambrian-Ordovician; 
capacity 50 gpn; distance from site 1.4 miles; population served ___. 


Camdenton Medical Center: total depth 1.3 feet; cased depth feet; 
aquifer Cambrian-Ordovician; Capacity __ gpm; distance from site 1.4 
miles; population served ___ 


Camdenton Windsor Estates: total depth 600 feet; cased depth 400 feet; 
aquifer Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity 140 gpm; distance from site 1 5 
miles; population served ___ 


Cape of the Woods: total depth feet; cased depth __ feet; aquifer 
Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity ___ gpm; distance from site ___ miles; 
population served ___ 


Department of Conservation: elevation feet; total depth feet; 
cased depth ____ feet; aquifer Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity _ gpm; 
distance from site __ miles; population served __. 


TABLE 1 


(continued) 


New Tribes: total depth _ feet; cased depth __- feet; aquifer 
Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity ___ gpm; distance from site 4.0 mles; 
population served __. , 


Oak Bluff Condominiums: total depth 545 feet; cased depth 350 feet; 
aquifer Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity 60 gpm; distance from site 2.7 
miles; population served __. 


Southway Terrace MHC: total depth 505 feet; cased depth 350 feet; aquifer 
Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity __ gpm; distance from site 2.5 miles; 
population served __. 

Watkins Subdivision: total depth 690 feet; cased depth 440 feet; ‘aquifer 
Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity 60 gpm; distance from site 1.8’ mes; 
population served. 

Whispering Hills: total depth _ feet; cased depth __— feet; aquifer 
Cambrian-Ordovician; capacity __ gpm; distance from site ___ miles; 
population served __. 


means no information obtained. 


1 


Private Water Supplies 
Many motels, hotels, and restaurants along Highway 54 south of Camdenton. 


All of the residences not served by the above systems 
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INTRODUCTION 


As part of a site inspection authorized by the Federal Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act, sampling was 
conducted at the Sundstrand Site in Camdenton, Missour1. The sampling was 
requested by the Missour1 Department of Natural Resources (MDNR), 
Hazardous Waste Program (HWP), to determine whether hazardous substance 
releases from the Sundstrand Tubular Products facility (presently Modine 
Heat Transfer) has caused groundwater contamination in the area. Previous 
sampling conducted by Modine contractors indicated that soils around the 
site have been contaminated with trichloroethylene (TCE), 1,1,1 
trichloroethane (TCA), tetrachloroethylene (PCE) and vinyl chloride. 


Sampling during this inspection included so1l and groundwater produced 
from the construction of monitoring wells on Modine Heat Transfer 
property, neighboring private wells, surface water from a creek 
downgradient from the site, and a spring David Mosby of the MDNR, 
Environmental Services Program (ESP), collected samples and provided 
contractor oversite. Edith Starbuck of the MDNR, Division of Geology and 
Land Survey, was present throughout the inspection to provide technical 
support during well drilling. Floyd Chilcutt and Bert Williams operated 
the drill rig for Layne-Western Company, subcontractors for the site. Don 
Mans of Modine Manufacturing Company split some of the samples collected 
during the inspection. The sampling data will be used in scoring the site 
according to the U.S. EPA’s hazard ranking system. 


METHODS 


Two monitoring wells (MW#1 and MW#2) were drilled and sampled during the 
site inspection. An air-rotary drill rig was used for well construction. 
Monitoring well #1 (MW#1) was drilled south of the facility parking lot at 
a location considered downgradient of the contaminated area. Monitoring 
well #2 (MW#2) was drilled near the northeast side of the facility ata 
location considered to be upgradient of the contamination. (See Appendix 
A for sampling locations.) 


During drilling, so1l was collected at five~-foot intervals with a split 
spoon sampler and placed in containers with stainless steel spoons. 
Surface samples at both drilling locations were collected as direct grabs 
with stainless steel spoons because samples at this depth could not be 
collected with the split spoon sampler. So1l samples and drilling 
activities were monitored for organic vapors using a flame ionization 
detector (FID) or a photoionization detector (PID). 
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Drilling of wells ceased when sufficient water was encountered in the 
desired monitoring zone. After drilling was completed, wells were cased, 
screened, and grouted by Layne-Western and developed by MDNR and 
Layne-Western personnel. Wells were developed with a Grundfos submersible 
pump and/or stainless steel or Teflon bailer. Wells were purged until 
water turbidity decreased or until field parameters of conductivity, pH, 
and temperature, measured after each well volume, stab1l1zed within 10% of 
the prior reading. Three volumes were purged from both wells during 
development. 

Wells were sampled no earlier than the followuzng day after development. 
Prior to sampling, one to three additional well volumes were purged 
depending on field parameter stability. Samples were collected by 
lowering a stainless steel or Teflon bailer to the bottom of the water 
column, pulling the bailer back up ea the well, and filling sample 
containers directly ae 

Groundwater was sampled from three private wells located downgradient from 
the site at the E.M Gillemberg, Robert E. Bailey, and Steve Fera 
residences. Samples were collected from an outside tap after running 
water out of the lines for three to five minutes. 


Two grab ‘samples were collected of surface water downgradient of the site 
by submersing the appropriate containers into.the water body. A small 
creek, which flows through Jarvis Hollow (just below MW#1) and iy Ha Tonka 
Spring, which flows into the Lake of the aE approximately 2°/ 

miles' south of the site, were sampled. 


An equipment blank was collected of the rinsate from the decontamination 
of the pump and hose used to develop and purge the wells. This sample was 
collected after sampling MW#1 and before sampling MW#2. Tap water from 
the facility was used as the rinse water. 


The following samples were collected at the above mentioned locations: 


SAMPLE # LOCATION SAMPLE TYPE DATE 

92-6915 MwW#1 10-12 feet deep ; S01] boring 7/20/92 
92-6916 MW#1 15-17 feet deep so1l boring 7/20/92 
92-6917 Mw#1 20-20.5 feet deep soil boring 7/20/92 
92-6918 creek below site in Jarvis Hollow surface water 7/22/92 
92-6919 Ha Ha Tonka Spring at state park surface water 7/22/92 
92-6920 E.M. Gillemberg residence groundwater 7/28/92 
92-6921 Robert E. Bailey residence ' groundwater ° 7/28/92 
92-6922 Steve: Fera residence groundwater 7/28/92 
92-6923 MW#2 0-3 inches deep soil grab 17/28/92 
92-6924 Mw#2 5-5.5 feet deep me soil boring 7/28/92 
92-6925 MW#2 10-12 feet deep oe soil boring 7/28/92 
92-6926 Mw#2 15-16 feet deep ae soil boring 7/28/92 
92-6927 MW#2 20-22 feet deep - ; ‘soil boring 7/28/92 
92-6928 MW#1 groundwater 7/30/92 ° 
92-6930. Sundstrand Site ‘ rinsate blank 7/30/92 
92-6931 MWw#2 ; groundwater 7/31/92 
92-6932 MW#1 0-3 inches deep S011 grab 7/31/92 


Sot et tree ate 
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All samples were analyzed for volatile organics at the state’s 
environmental laboratory within the Environmental Services Program in 
Jefferson City. Each sample was given a numbered tag and the 
corresponding number was recorded on a chain-of-custody form. Other 
laboratory procedures were followed according to the requirements and 
standard operating procedures of the Preliminary Assessment/Site 
Inspection Quality Assurance Project Plan for Fiscal Year 1992. 


OBSERVATIONS 


Voids at the bedrock/soil interface or 1n the competent rock itself 
impeded drilling progress and well construction at MW#l An outer casing 
of steel had to be set 80 feet deep and grouted around the outside in 
order to advance this well to the desired depth 


Total well depth of MW#1 was 161 feet and MW#2 was 197 feet. Static water 
levels were 144 feet and 174.5 feet for MW#1 and MW#2, respectively. 


Water 1n the monitoring wells changed from turbid and reddish-brown, to 
Silty and grey, and finally to colorless and clear during development and 
purging Since well samples were collected from the bottom of the water 
column, they were grey and silty, even though water from the top of the 
water column was colorless and clear. 


No organic vapors were detected in the soil borings or drilling air 
returns from any of the wells. 

So1l samples were predominantly composed of red clay Amounts of chert, 
limestone, topsoil, sandstone, and stringers of tan-colored clay varied 
with depth and location. Soil from the boring of MW#2 contained more tan 
Clay and sand than Mw#1. 


Don Mans reported 1n a phone conversation to Dave Mosby that the sample 
they split of Mw#2 contained low levels of TCE below the detection level 
used by the MDNR laboratory. Modine did not split the water sample of 
Mw#1. 

RESULTS 


See Appendix B for sample results. 
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APPENDIX B 


SAMPLING REPORT 
SUNDSTRAND SITE 
CAMDENTON, MO 


Sampling Data 
July 20 through July 31, 1992 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6915 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 12/30/92 
Affiliation SPFD Proyect Code 3658/3000 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND (MODINE MANUFACTURING CO ) SITE 
CAMDENTON, MO , GRAB OF BOREHOLE CORE 
OF SOIL AT 10-12 FT , MW# 1 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/20/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethylene 25 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethane 25 ug/Kg 


25 ua/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 


1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) 
1,2-Dichloropropane 


N\A ANA AAA AKA AAA AANHRKRAA 
oa 
o 
oO 


2-Butanone ug/Kg 
2-Hexanone 100 ug/Kg 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 100 ug/Kg 
Acetone 100 ug/Kg 
Benzene 25 ug/Kg 
Bromodichloromethane 25 ug/Kg 
Bromoform 25 ug/Kg 
Bromomethane 25 ua/Kg 
Carbon Disulfide Ss uad/hg 
Carbon Tetrachloride PS wags Kay 
Chlorobenzene 25 uq/Kg 


“A 
SS) 
an 


Chloroethane ug/kg 
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Sample no 92-6915 
Date 12/30/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 

Chloromethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 

Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Tunyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
4ylenes (Total) 


COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at 


laboratory 


NA AAAAAANANAA 


< 


RESULTS 

25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
100 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 


the Missour1 DNR 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6916 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 12/30/92 
Affiliation SPFD Project Code 3658/3000 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO , GRAB OF BOREHOLE CORE 
OF SOIL AT 15-17 FT , MW# 1 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/20/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethylene 25 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethane 25 ug/Kg 


1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) 25 ug/Kg 


< 

< 

< 

< 

< 

< 

< 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 25 ug/Kg 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/Kg 
2-Hexanone < 100 ug/Kg 
4~Methyl-2-Pentanone < 100 ug/Kg 
Acetone < 100 ug/Kg 
Benzene < 25 ug/Kg 
Bromodichloromethane < 25 ug/Kg 
Bromoform < 25 ug/Kg 
Bromomethane < 25 ugq/Kg 
Carbon Disulfide < 25 ua/kg 
Carbon Tetrachloride - 25 na/kg 
Chlorobenzene 5 udt/Kg 

5 


AN 


NO A. 


ChjJ oroethane ug/Kg 
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PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 
Chloromethane 
cis-1l,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 
Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 
Tetrachloroethene 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 
Vinyl Acetate 
unyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
ylenes (Total) 


COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at 


laboratory 


NAAAAAKAAANANAA 


< 


RESULTS 

25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
100 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 


the Missouri DNR 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6917 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 12/30/92 
Affiliation SPFD Proyect Code 3658/3000 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO , GRAB OF BOREHOLE CORE 
OF SOIL AT 20-20 5 FT , MW# 1 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/20/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethylene 25 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dachloroethane 25 ug/Kg 


1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
2-Butanone 


25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
100 ug/Kg 


NN AA AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA 
_ 
oO 
So 


2-Hexanone ug/Kg 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 100 ug/Kg 
Acetone 100 ug/Kg 
Benzene 25 ug/Kg 
Bromodichloromethane 25 ug/Kg 
Bromoform 25 ug/Kg 
Bromomethane 25 ug/Kg 
Carbon Disulfide 25 ug/Kg 
Carbon Tetrachloride 25 ug/Kg 
Chlorobenzene 25 uaq/Kg 
Chloroethane 25 ug/Kg 
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PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 

Ch} oromethane 
c1s-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 

Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-l1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Tinyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
sylenes (Total) 


COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at 


laboratory 


“A 


ANA AKA AANKRAAAAAN 


< 


RESULTS 

25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
25 ug/Kg 
100 ug/Kg 
25 ug/kKg 
25 ug/Kg 


the Missouri DNR 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


DAVID MOSBY 
SPFD 


Reported to 
Affiliation 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE 
CAMDENTON, MO , 


(MODINE 
GRAB OF 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS 


,i-Trichloroethane 
,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
,2-Trichloroethane 
-Dichloroethane 
Dichloroethylene 
Dichloroethane 
1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
2-Butanone 
2-Hexanone 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 
Acetone 

Benzene 
Bromodichloromethane 
Bromoform 
Bromomethane 

Carbon Disulfide 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Chlorobenzene 
Chloroethane 
ChjJoroform 


1,1 
1,1 
1,1 
1,1 
1,1 
1,2 


(Total 


RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6918 


Date 


Project Code 


HEAT TRANSFER) 


CREEK DOWN HILL FROM FACILITY 


RESULTS 
< 5 0 ug/L 
<5 0 ug/L 
< 5 0 ug/L 
< 5 0 ug/L 
< 5 0 ug/L 
< 5 0 ug/L 

) < 5 0 ug/L 
< 5 0 ug/L 
< 100 ug/L 
< 100 ug/L 
< 100 ug/L 
< 100 ug/L 
< 5 0 ug/L 
£5): ag / i 
< 5 0 ug/L 
< 5 0 ug/L 
< 5 0 ua/L 
< 5 0 ng/L 
< 8 0 ud/L 
< 5 0 ug/L 
< 5 0 uag/L 


Date 


12/30/92 
3658/3000 


07/22/92 
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Date 12/30/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloromethane 
c1is-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 

Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Vinyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
‘ylenes (Total) 


-OMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at the Missour 


NAA AKA AAAANANAA 


< 


MONON NnNnnnnn 


Environmental Services Program laboratory 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6919 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 12/30/92 
Affiliation SPFD Project Code 3658/3000 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO , GRAB OF HA HA TONKA SPRING 
HA HA TONKA STATE PARK 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/22/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,1-Trachloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1,2-Traichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethylene < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 5 0 ug/L 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/L 
2-Hexanone < 100 ug/L 
4-Methy1~2-Pentanone < 100 ug/L 
Acetone < 100 ug/L 
Benzene < 5 0 ug/L 
Bromodichloromethane < 5 0 ug/L 
Bromoform < 5 0 ug/L 
Bromomethane < 5 0 ua/L 
Carbon Disulfide < 5 0 ud/L 
Carbon Tetrachlouride < 5 0 ug/L 
Chlorobenzene < 5 0 vag/L 
Chloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 


Page 2 
Sample no 92-6919 
Date 12/30/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 
Chloromethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 
Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 
Tetrachloroethene 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 
Vinyl Acetate 

iunyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
Aylenes (Total) 


COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at the Missour 


NAAAAAAKAAANANAAAN 
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Environmental Services Program laboratory 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6920 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 9/02/92 
Affiliation SPFD Project Code 3658/3148 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO 
GRAB OF WELL FROM E M GILLENBERG HOUSEHOLD 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/28/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane <5 0 ug/L 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethane <5 0 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethylene < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) <5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloropropane <5 0 ug/L 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/L 
2-Hexanone < 50 ug/L 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 50 ug/L 
Acetone < 100 ug/L 
Benzene < 5 0 ug/L 
Bromodichloromethane <5 0 ug/L 
Bromoform <5 0 ug/L 
Bromomethane <5 0 ug/L 
Carbon Disulfide <5 0 ug/L 
Carbon Tetrachloride < 5 0 ug/L 
Chlorobenzene <5 0 ug/L 
Chloroethane <5 0 ug/L 


Page 2 
Sample no 92-6920 
Date 9/02/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 

Chloromethane 
c1s-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 

Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

7inyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
Xylenes (Total) 


AAAAAKAAAAANNA 
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COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 


Analytical Services, Inc 


RESULTS 


ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6921 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 9/02/92 
Affiliation SPFD Project Code 3658/3148 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO 
GRAB OF WELL FROM ROBERT E- BAILEY HOUSEHOLD 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/28/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethylene < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) <5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 5 0 ug/L 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/L 
2-Hexanone < 50 ug/L 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 50 ug/L 
Acetone < 100 ug/L 
Benzene < 5 0 ug/L 
Bromodichloromethane < 5 0 ug/L 
Bromoform < 5 0 ug/L 
Bromomethane < 5 0 ug/L 
Carbon Disulfide < 5 0 ug/L 
Carbon Tetrachloride < 5 0 ug/L 
Chlorobenzene < 5 0 ug/L 
Chloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 


Page 2 
Sample no 92-6921 
Date 9/02/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 

Chloromethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 

Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-1,3-Di1chloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Jinyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
Xylenes (Total) 


COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 


Analytical Services, Inc 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY 
Affiliation SPFD 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE 
CAMDENTON, MO 
GRAB OF WELL FROM STEVE 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS 


,1-Traichloroethane 
,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
,2-Trichloroethane 
-Dichloroethane 
-Dichloroethylene 
-Dichloroethane 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
2-Butanone 

2-Hexanone 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 
Acetone 

Benzene 
Bromodichloromethane 
Bromoform 

Bromomethane 

Carbon Disulfide 

Carbon Tetrachloride 
Chlorobenzene 
Chloroethane 


i i 


Sample No 


HEAT TRANSFER) 


FERRA HOUSEHOLD 


NA ANAAAAAAAAKRAAAAANANAA 


92-6922 


(Om Sp Sper meormermen men 


ooo0o0000 


ooooc0o0co 


Date 
Project Code 


Date 


RESULTS 


ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 


9/02/92 
3658/3148 


07/28/92 


Page 2 
Sample no 92-6922 
Date 9/02/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 

Chloromethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 

Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Vinyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
ylenes (Total) 
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COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 


Analytical Services, Inc 


RESULTS 


ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6923 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 9/02/92 
Affiliation SPFD Project Code 3658/3148 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO 
GRAB OF SOIL FROM MW #2 FROM 0-3 INCHES DEEP 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/28/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,1-Trachloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethylene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/Kg 
2~Hexanone < 50 ug/Kg 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 50 ug/Kg 
Acetone < 100 ug/Kg 
Benzene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromodichloromethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromoform < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromomethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Carbon Disulfide < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Carbon Tetrachloride < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Chlorobenzene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Chloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 


Page 2 
Sample no 92-6923 
Date 9/02/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 

Chloromethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 

Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Tinyl Chloriade/Chloroethene 
1xylenes (Total) 


COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 


Analytical Services, Inc 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY 
Affiliation SPFD 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE 
CAMDENTON, MO 
GRAB OF SOIL FROM MW #2 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS 


,i-Trichloroethane 
,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
,2-Trichloroethane 
-Dichloroethane 
-Dichloroethylene 
-Dichloroethane 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
2-Butanone 

2-Hexanone 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 
Acetone 

Benzene 
Bromodichloromethane 
Bromoform 

Bromomethane 

Carbon Disulfide 

Carbon Tetrachloride 
Chlorobenzene 
Chloroethane 


eo 
Sn Se Bn Ee 


Sample No 


HEAT TRANSFER) 


92-6924 


Date 
Project Code 


FROM 5 - 5 5 FT DEEP 


NA ANNA ANNRAKRAAAAAANAA 


Date 


RESULTS 

5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/kKg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
100 ug/Kg 
50 ug/Kg 
50 ug/Kg 
100 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 
5 0 ug/Kg 


9/02/92 
3658/3148 


07/28/92 


Page 2 
Sample no 92-6924 
Date 9/02/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 

Chloromethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 

Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Tunyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
sylenes (Total) 


RESULTS 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 
6 8 ug/Kg 
< 100 ug/Kg 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 
< 5 0 ug/Kg 


COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 


Analytical Services, Inc 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6925 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 9/02/92 
Affiliation SPFD Project Code 3658/3148 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO 
GRAB OF SOIL FROM BORING FOR MW #2 FROM 10 - 12 FT DEEP 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/28/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethylene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/Kg 
2-Hexanone < 50 ug/Kg 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 50 ug/Kg 
Acetone < 100 ug/Kg 
Benzene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromodichloromethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromoform < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromomethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Carbon Disulfide < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Carbon Tetrachloride < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Chlorobenzene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Chloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 


Page 2 
Sample no 92-6925 
Date 9/02/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 

Chloromethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 
Tetrachloroethene 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Vinyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
Xylenes (Total) 
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COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 


Analytical Services, Inc 


qogoooooo0o0codooeoo°oceo°c”oe 


RESULTS 


ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6926 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 12/30/92 
Affiliation SPFD Project Code 3658/3148 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO 
GRAB OF SOIL FROM BORING FOR MW #2 FROM 15 - 16 FT DEEP 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/28/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethylene <5 0 aG/ Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/Kg 
2-Hexanone < 50 ug/Kg 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 50 ug/Kg 
Acetone < 100 ug/Kg 
Benzene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromodichloromethane < 5:0) ug/Kg 
Bromoform < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromomethane < 5 0 ua/Kg 
Carbon Disulfide < & 0 uvg/Kg 
Carbon Tetrachloride - © @ na/kg 
Chlorobenzene q 5.0 ug/Kg 
Chloroethane < 5 0 uq/Kg 


Page 2 
Sample no 92-6926 
Date 12/30/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 

Chloromethane 
c1is-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 

Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Vinyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
Xylenes (Total) 


ww 
~ 


NAAGSAAAKRAAAAAA 


5 
5 
5 
5 
se) 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
/ 
1 
5 
5 
a 


on 
olokoaleBoleokokolokololekoke) 


COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 


Analytical Services, Inc 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6927 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 9/02/92 
Affiliation SPFD Project Code 3658/3148 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO 
GRAB OF SOIL FROM BORING FOR MW #2 FROM 20 - 22 FT DEEP 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/28/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethylene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/Kg 
2-Hexanone < 50 ug/Kg 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 50 ug/Kg 
Acetone < 100 ug/Kg 
Benzene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromodichloromethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromoform < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromomethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Carbon Disulfide < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Carbon Tetrachloride < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Chlorobenzene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Chloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 


Page 2 
Sample no 92-6927 
Date 9/02/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 

Chloromethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 

Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Vinyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
Xylenes (Total) 


RESULTS 
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7 1 ug/Kg 


< 100 
<5 0 
< 5 0 


COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 


Analytical Services, Inc 


ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 


ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 
ug/Kg 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6928 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 9/02/92 
Affiliation SPFD Project Code 3658/3000 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO , GRAB OF MW #1 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/30/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
TEMPERATURE 16 9 DEGREES C 
COMMENTS ANALYZED IN FIELD 
pH 9 8 
COMMENTS ANALYZED IN FIELD 
SPECIFIC CONDUCTANCE 219 umhos/cm 
COMMENTS ANALYZED IN FIELD 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane <5 0 ug/L 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <5 0 ug/L 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane <5 0 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethylene < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloropropane <5 0 ug/L 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/L 
2-Hexanone < 50 ug/L 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 50 ug/L 
Acetone < 100 ug/L 


Page 2 
Sample no 92-6928 
Date 9/02/92 


PARAMETERS 


Benzene 
Bromodichloromethane 
Bromoform 

Bromomethane 

Carbon Disulfide 

Carbon Tetrachloride 
Chlorobenzene 
Chloroethane 
Chloroform 
Chloromethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
styrene 
Tetrachloroethene 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Vinyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
Xylenes (Total) 
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COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 


Analytical Services, Inc 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY 
Affiliation SPFD 


Sample Description 


SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 


92-6930 


Date 


Project Code 


CAMDENTON, MO , RINSATE BLANK OF PUMP AND HOSE 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS 


,1i-Trichloroethane 
,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
,2-Trichloroethane 
-~Dichloroethane 
-Dichloroethylene 
-Dichloroethane 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
2-Butanone 

2-Hexanone 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 
Acetone 

Benzene 
Bromodichloromethane 
Bromoform 
Bromomethane 

Carbon Disulfide 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Chlorobenzene 
Chloroethane 
Chloroform 
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Date 


9/02/92 


3658/3000 


07/30/92 


Page 2 
Sample no 92-6930 
Date 9/02/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloromethane 
cis-—1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 

Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Vanyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
Xylenes (Total) 


-OMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 


Analytical Services, Inc 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6931 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 9/02/92 
Affiliation SPFD Project Code 3658/3000 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO , GRAB OF MW #2 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/31/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
TEMPERATURE 16 0 DEGREES C 
COMMENTS ANALYZED IN FIELD 
pH 7-2 
COMMENTS ANALYZED IN FIELD 
SPECIFIC CONDUCTANCE 831 umhos/cm 
COMMENTS ANALYZED IN FIELD 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethylene < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) < 5 0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 5 0 ug/L 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/L 
2-Hexanone < 50 ug/L 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 50 ug/L 
Acetone < 100 ug/L 
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Sample no 92-6931 
Date 9/02/92 


PARAMETERS 


Benzene 
Bromodichloromethane 
Bromoform 
Bromomethane 

Carbon Disulfide 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Chlorobenzene 
Chloroethane 
Chloroform 
Chloromethane 


cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 


Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 
Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 
Tetrachloroethene 
Toluene 


trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 


Trichloroethene 
Vinyl Acetate 


Vanyl Chloride/Chloroethene 


Xylenes (Total) 
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COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 
Analytical Services, Inc 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Sample No 92-6932 


Reported to DAVID MOSBY Date 9/02/92 
Affaliaation SPFD Project Code 3658/3000 


Sample Description 
SUNDSTRAND SITE (MODINE HEAT TRANSFER) 
CAMDENTON, MO, GRAB OF SOIL 
NEAR BOREHOLE MW #1 FROM O-3 INCHES 


Collected by DAVID MOSBY Date 07/31/92 
Affiliation SPFD 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,1-Dichloroethylene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloroethene (Total) < 5 0 ug/Kg 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/Kg 
2-Hexanone < 50 ug/Kg 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 50 ug/Kg 
Acetone < 100 ug/Kg 
Benzene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromodichloromethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromoform < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Bromomethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Carbon Disulfide < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Carbon Tetrachloride < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Chlorobenzene < 5 0 ug/Kg 
Chloroethane < 5 0 ug/Kg 
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Sample no 92-6932 
Date 9/02/92 


PARAMETERS 


Chloroform 

Chloromethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Ethylbenzene 

Methylene Chloride 
Styrene 
Tetrachloroethene 

Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Trichloroethene 

Vinyl Acetate 

Vinyl Chloride/Chloroethene 
Xylenes (Total) 
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COMMENTS Analyzed by GC/MS at Continental 


Analytical Services, Inc 


Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
Combined PA/SI 
Reference 37 
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NT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
"NU 


RAL) DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PISS PO Box 176 Jefferson City MO 65102 0176 
MEMORANDUM 
DATE September 8, 1998 
TO Gary Behrns Chief 


Superfund Section Hazardous Waste Program 


FROM rthur H Groner Chief 
its Section Hazardous Waste Program 


SUBJECT Former Hulett Lagoon Camdenton Missouri 


The Hazardous Waste Program Permits Section ts referring the former Hulett Lagoon 
in Camdenton, Missouri, to the Hazardous Waste Program Superfund Section The 
Hulett Lagoon was operated by the City of Camdenton from 1961 to 1988 The City of 
Camdenton ts the current owner of the property The lagoon ts located on the east side 
of Dawson Road and is approximately 1/4 mile northeast of Modine Manufacturing 
Company (Modine) It recetved process wastewater from Modine s predecessors 
Dawson Metal Products from 1967 to 1972 and Sundstrand Tubular Products from 1972 
to 1986 Wastewater from the facility contained volatile organic compounds (VOCs) 
cyanide and various metals In addition to receiving wastewater from the facility the 
lagoon also received domestic sewage from the surrounding residences A dye trace 
study of the City of Camdenton’s sewer system performed by the Division of Geology 
and Land Survey (DGLS) on August 5, 1998, verified that facility wastewater mixes with 
domestic sewage prior to entering city property Therefore the domestic sewage 
exemption of 40 CFR 261 4 most likely applied during the facility s operating discharges 


Closure of the Hulett Lagoon was completed in 1988 by the City of Camdenton pursuant 
to an Industrial Development Grant overseen by the Missouri Department of Natural 
Resources Water Pollution Control Program (WPCP) Sampling and analysis of the 
sludge was limited to metals and total solids High levels of chromium lead and nickel 
were detected in the sludge The sludge from the lagoon was removed and applied on 


Memo to Gary Behrns Chief 
September 8, 1998 
Page 2 


the runways at the municipal airport The lagoon berms were turned tn and mixed with 
the surrounding soil The domestic sewage exemption of 40 CFR 261 4 may have 
applied to the wastewater discharge but is not applicable to the sludges applied on the 
airport runways The lagoon closure was not designed to meet the substantive 
requirements of the Hazardous Waste Management Law relative to corrective action 

At the time of closure no sampling and analysis for VOCs or cyanide were performed, 
and the horizontal and vertical extent and rate of migration of contamination in 
environmental media associated with the lagoon were not determined during the 1988 
lagoon closure process Hence, the sludge sampling performed was not sufficient for 
RCRA determinations 


Modine has four on-site groundwater monitoring wells and one off-site well located at 
the southwest edge of the Hulett Lagoon Based on potentiometric maps and a bedrock 
fracture system study, prepared by Dames & Moore consultants for Modine, the 
groundwater flow direction is to the southwest Sampling results from one of the on-site 
wells (MW-4) and the off-site well (MW-5) have shown levels of trichloroethene (TCE) at 
173 parts per billion (ppb) and 484 ppb, respectively The Environmental Services 
Program (ESP) sampled a residential well on April 23 1998 located across the street 
from the facility and down gradient of monitoring well MW-5 TCE was detected in this 
well at 210 ppb 


TCE was also detected in the City of Camdenton’s Mulberry Well as high as 6 3 ppb, 
which is above the EPA Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) of 5 ppb The Mulberry 
Well ts located approximately 1/4 mile east of Modine and % mile southeast of the 
Hulett Lagoon The Mulberry Well was the city s highest volume producing well The 
well is drilled to a total depth of 900 ft below ground surface (bgs) and has a maximum 
pumping rate of 600 gallons per minute (gpm) The city has taken the Mulberry Well off 
line and ts in the process of drilling a new well 


The city has been monitoring the Mulberry Well monthly and the two remaining 
municipal wells quarterly since February 1998 The two remaining wells have been non 
detect for TCE and all other constituents During the last sampling event the city 
sampled a residential well located southwest of the municipal airport TCE was 
detected In this well at 13 1 ppb Current speculation ts that the contamination in this 
well may have been caused by the application of sludge from the Hulett Lagoon on the 
airport runways 


Due to the close proximity of the Hulett Lagoon and Modine Manufacturing Company 
and the nature of the groundwater contamination close coordination between the 
Superfund Section, the Permits Section the Enforcement Section Public Drinking 
Water Program Jefferson City Regional Office, and the Division of Geology and Land 
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Survey will be necessary If you have any questions or require additional! information 
regarding this matter, please contact Chris Kump, of my staff, at 751-3068 


AHG ckm 


c Lyle Crocker, HWP-Enforcement Section 
Robert Hentges, JCRO 
Cindy Kemper HWP-Director s Office 
Ed Knight, WPCP 
Terry Timmons PDWP 
Diana Travis DGLS 
Shelley Woods AGO 


bc Christine Kump, HWP 
John Jurgensmeyer HWP 
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
NS AGE 4 ee DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
by ie XX = PO Box 176 Jefferson City MO 65102 0176 
MEMORANDUM 
DATE March 24 1999 
TO Gary Behrns Chief 


Superfund Section, Hazardous Waste Program 


THROUG rthur H Groner Chief 
rmits Section Hazardous Waste Program 


FROM Christine M Kump eaten Engineer 
Permits Section Hazardous Waste Program 


SUBJECT Clarification on Referral Memo - Former Hulett Lagoon Camdenton 
Missouri 


Valerie Wilder, Environmental Specialist, Superfund Section requested | clarify a 
sentence located in paragraph two of the referral memo sent to you dated September 8 
1998 (please see attached letter) 


The sentence Ms Wilder requested clarification on reads "The domestic sewage 
exemption of 40 CFR 261 4 may have applied to the wastewater discharge but is not 
applicable to the sludges applied on the runways " In consultation with Shelley Woods 
AGO and other members of the corrective action team prior to writing the referral 
memo we concluded that Superfund's CERCLA authority would be more inclusive and 
have stronger support to require action should hazardous constituents be found at or 
near the runway The corrective action team felt CERCLA's authority would be more 
defensible tn litigation since CERCLA ts authorized to pursue hazardous constituents 
regardiess of whether the waste was or is an exempt RCRA hazardous waste 
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Former Hulett Lagoon Site 


Combined PA/S| 
Reference 38 


Combined Preliminary Assessment/Site Inspection 
Sampling Report 


Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
Camdenton, Missouri 
Camden County 


Field Activities Conducted 
January 6-7, 1999 
January 21, 1999 


Prepared For: 


Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
Division of Environmental Quality 
Hazardous Waste Program 


Prepared By: 


Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
Division of Environmental Quality 
Environmental Services Program 
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1.0 Introduction 


As authorized under the federal Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (CERCLA) and the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986, the 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR), Hazardous Waste Program (HWP), Site 
Evaluation Unit is conducting a combined preliminary assessment/site inspection (PA/SI) on the 
Former Hulett Lagoon site. The MDNR, HWP requested the MDNR, Environmental Services 
Program (ESP) prepare and implement a sampling plan as part of the combined PA/SI. 


Initially, the Former Hulett Lagoon site consisted of two separate areas of concern. After field 
activities associated with both areas were complete, HWP personnel requested the site be split 
into two separate sites, each with its own sampling report. This report covers field activities 
conducted in association with the actual former Hulett lagoon. A separate report has been 
prepared which covers field activities associated with the newly established “Camdenton Sludge 
Disposal Area” site. 


Field activities were conducted throughout the month of January. Initial groundwater sampling 
was conducted on January 6-7, 1999. A soil sampling investigation was conducted on January 
21, 1999. ESP personnel involved with the various field activities included Environmental 
Specialists Brian Allen, Ken Hannon, and Doug Thompson. HWP Environmental Specialist 
Valerie Wilder was present during all field activities conducted. Information learned from field 
observations and sampling will be used by the HWP in scoring the site’s potential as a hazardous 
waste site under the CERCLA Hazard Ranking System. 


2.0 Site Information 


2.1 Location 


The Former Hulett Lagoon site 1s located just east of Dawson Road in Camdenton, MO, 
approximately % mile northeast of the Modine Manufacturing Company facility. The legal 
descnption of the former lagoon is SW 4 SW % SW “ sec. 24, T. 38 N., R. 17 W. 


22 Description 


The Former Hulett Lagoon site is on property owned by the City of Camdenton. The former 
lagoon 1s located in a mixed residential/industrial area. The lagoon, closed since 1989, has been 
vegetated and is generally flat with remnants of the former berm still visible. Surface runoff 
from this area flows to the northwest and enters a nearby intermittent drainage that travels to the 
west. 
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2.3 History/Contaminants of Concern 


The former Hulett lagoon was one of five lagoons operated by the City of Camdenton prior to 
the construction of a municipal wastewater treatment plant. The lagoon was in operation from 
1961 until approximately 1988, when the City of Camdenton began closure. In addition to 
municipal wastes, the Hulett lagoon also received wastes generated from a nearby manufacturing 
facility (discussed below). 


In 1967, Dawson Metal Products built a manufacturing facility located approximately % mile 
southwest of the Hulett lagoon and began operations. Sundstrand Tubular Products purchased 
the facility in 1972 and continued operations until 1990, when it was purchased by Modine Heat 
Transfer, Inc., a wholly owned subsidiary of Modine Manufacturing Company. Modine 
Manufacturing Company currently owns and operates the facility. 


From 1967 to the present, manufacturing operations at this facility have consisted of producing 
air conditioning coils and feeder parts from aluminum and copper tubing, which have included 
electroplating and the use of solvents. Prior to the construction of the municipal wastewater 
treatment plant or any facility pretreatment processes, wastes generated from the facility were 
discharged, in part at least, to the nearby Hulett lagoon. 


The primary contaminants of concern at the site include metals and solvents associated with the 
manufacturing processes from this facility. Specific metals of concern include copper, 
chromium, lead, and nickel. Various solvents have been used at the facility, including the 
primary contaminant of concern for this investigation, trichloroethene (TCE). TCE was 
reportedly used beginning in the early 1970s and continuing to December 1990. It is likely TCE 
wastes generated at the facility would have been present in the wastestream discharged to the 
Hulett lagoon. 


As part of the Hulett lagoon closure, the city received approval from MDNR to land apply 
lagoon sludge to an area immediately south of the Camdenton Airport runway currently 
identified by the MDNR as the Camdenton Sludge Disposal Area site. Information indicates 
sampling of the sludge was apparently limited to determining the levels of metals prior to 
approving the disposal method and that no analyses were conducted for the presence of any 
volatile organic compounds The lagoon closure was completed in 1989 


A preliminary assessment and site inspection were conducted of the manufacturing facility 
property in 1992, which did not include any off-site investigations of the former lagoon or sludge 
disposal area. Investigations at that time confirmed the presence of chlorinated solvents, 
including TCE, in the soils and groundwater. Contamination at the facility is likely a result of 
historic waste handling practices and spills. 
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The facility is currently negotiating a Corrective Action Abatement Order on Consent through 
the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Unit of the MDNR, HWP. As a result of 
a specific RCRA exclusion, the current and future RCRA work at the manufacturing facility will 
not include any investigation of or relating to the former lagoon. Investigation of the former 
lagoon and sludge disposal area must be conducted under CERCLA authority 


In March 1993, 2.1 parts per billion (ppb) TCE were detected in a City of Camdenton municipal 
well, known as the Mulberry Well, which is located near the manufacturing facility. TCE has 
consistently been detected in this municipal well since 1997 at levels reaching a high of 11.8 
ppb. At least one private well, located directly north of the facility, has been shown to contain 
TCE at 210 ppb. 


The MDNR, HWP has extensive file information on the manufacturing facility and the lagoon 
closure, which should be referenced for a more comprehensive review of historic regulatory 
activities. 


3.0 Methods 


3.1 General Field Procedures 


A health and safety briefing was conducted on-site and personnel read and signed the site- 
specific health and safety plan prior to initiating field activities. 


Missouri One-Call was notified of proposed field activities prior to ESP personnel arriving on- 
site, and all applicable underground utilities marked. 


Field instruments. including a photoionization detector (PID), pH, specific conductivity, and 
temperature meters were calibrated on-site following manufacturers’ specifications. 


ESP personnel employed established standard operating procedures for the collection of various 
samples. Containers for each sample were filled based upon the volatility of the analytes of 
concern with the most volatile analytes being collected first. All samples were collected in 
certified-clean containers and preserved in the field as appropriate. 


ESP personnel collected depth-discrete soil grab samples in selected source areas and 
groundwater samples from selected private wells, municipal/public wells, and monitoring wells 
in an effort to determine the types of hazardous wastes which may be present, whether a 
hazardous substance release has occurred to the environment, and whether the substances have 
impacted, or may impact, human health and/or the environment. Background samples were also 
collected of each media sampled from areas that would not appear to be impacted from the site. 


Combined PA/SI Sampling Report 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
January 1999 

Page 4 


An ESP global positioning system (GPS) unit was taken to the field and used to determine the 
geographic coordinates of each sample location. All sample locations and descriptions were 
noted in a bound field logbook and locations noted on a site map. 


3.2 Groundwater Sampling 

Specific conductivity, pH, and temperature were determined for each sample at the time of 
collection. In addition, turbidity was determined on each sample collected from monitoring 
wells that was submitted for metals analyses. Personnel attempted to gain pertinent information 
on each well sampled (age, construction, depth, casing length, screened interval, location of tap, 
etc.) and record such into the field logbook, 


Groundwater grab samples were collected of the City of Camdenton’s Mulberry and Blair 
municipal wells, monitoring wells located on the current Modine Manufacturing Company 
facility and adjacent to the former lagoon, a private well located immediately north of the 
facility, and a private well considered to be located downgradient of the former lagoon area. 


3.2.1 Residential well/Municipal well samples 


In general, samples were collected from taps nearest the well heads after opening the tap at a 
high flow for approximately five minutes. Sample containers were then filled directly from the 
taps at a low flow. 


3.2.2. Monitoring well samples 


Samples were collected by first laying clean plastic sheeting on the ground around each well 
casing. Personnel then accessed each well and determined the total depth (or referred to well 
logs) and depth to water, then calculated one well volume. A clean or field decontaminated 2- 
inch submersible pump using clean food-grade polyethylene tubing or a clean, disposable 
Teflon® or polyethylene bailer, with clean rope, were used to evacuate one well volume (at a 
low flow if the pump was used). Personnel determined water quality parameters (pH. specific 
conductivity, and temperature) and evacuation continued until one of three criteria was met: 1) 
water quality parameters stabilized (pH within 0.1 units, temperature and specific conductivity 
within 10%) between two consecutive evacuations; 2) three well volumes were removed; or, 3) 
the well was evacuated dry. 


In the event the well was determined to be going dry, a grab sample was collected as soon as the 
well had recharged sufficiently. Otherwise, once evacuation was complete, the sample was 
collected by gently lowering a bailer to the bottom of the well and retrieving water back to the 
surface. A clean, disposable, volatile organic compound (VOC) bottom-emptying device was 
used to transfer water directly to sample containers. 
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3.3 Soil Sampling 


A membrane interface probe (MIP) was employed to generate soil gas data of the subsurface 
within and surrounding the boundaries of the former lagoon area. The soil gas data was used, in 
part, to determine actual sampling locations. 


Soil grab samples were collected from discrete depths utilizing a track-mounted hydraulic soil 
probe. Clean disposable acetate liners were used in conjunction with the soil probe and inserted 
into stainless steel macro core samplers fitted with clean cutting shoes. The core samplers were 
advanced to the desired sampling depth via push tubes and the samplers and soil retrieved. The 
acetate liners were removed and cut open exposing the soil. Personnel immediately collected 
soils to be submitted for volatile organics analyses with clean EnCore® sampling devices (two 
5gm aliquots). An additional aliquot for volatile organics analyses was collected in a 2-oz glass 
jar, as a backup. Soils to be submitted for the additional analytes of concern were transferred 
with clean stainless steel spoons to clean aluminum foil pans, homogenized, then placed into 
appropriate sample containers. 


3.4 Sample Quantity 


A total of nine soil grab samples and 13 water grab samples were collected during field activities 
associated with the Former Hulett Lagoon site and submitted to the ESP laboratory for analyses. 
These sample numbers include quality assurance/quality control samples. Refer to Table | for a 
listing of all samples collected. 


3.5 Analyses Requested 


Based on the history of the site and HWP data needs, the following analyses were requested. All 
water grab samples and soil grab samples were submitted for volatile organics and total metals 
(As, Ba, Cr, Cd, Cu, Pb, Ni, Hg, Se, Ag) analyses. Water grab samples of monitoring wells were 
also submitted for dissolved metals (same metals as above) analyses. Instructions were relayed 
to analytical personnel that if a sample’s total analyte results were 80% of twenty times the 
Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) regulatory limit, TCLP analysis was to be 
performed on that sample. Additionally, drinking water detection limits were requested for the 
public and private well samples, as well as any monitoring well samples, where no contaminants 
were observed above the standard practical quantitation limits. 


3.6 Chain of Custody 


All samples received a numbered label and the corresponding number was entered onto a chain 
of custody form indicating the location, date and time of collection, and analytes requested. 
Samples were stored and transported on ice in coolers. ESP field personnel maintained custody 
of the samples until relinquishing them to a sample custodian at the state’s environmental 
laboratory within the Environmental Services Program in Jefferson City for analyses. 
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4.0 Data Quality 


To help ensure precise, accurate, representative, complete, and comparable data were achieved, 
all field work and analyses were conducted in accordance with the Fiscal Year 1999 Quality 
Assurance Project Plan for Pre-Remedial Site Assessments dated August 14, 1998. Unless 
otherwise noted, ESP field personnel utilized standard operating procedures established within 
the ESP, Field Services Section for all samples collected. 


4.1 Field Methods 


Clean disposable nitrile gloves were worm by sampling personnel and clean equipment utilized 
for each separate sample collected to minimize the possibility of cross-contamination. 


Field personnel noted all observations, sample locations, descriptions, and methods in a bound 
field logbook. 


4.2. Field Decontamination 
Field decontamination of sampling equipment was not required during the sampling event. 


43 Quality Assurance/Quality Control Samples 


4.3.1 Trip blank 


One trip blank was submitted for the sampling event. The trip blank was taken to the field and 
accompanied water grab samples collected and transported back to the ESP laboratory. The trip 
blank received a numbered label, was entered onto the chain-of-custody form, and submitted for 
volatile organics analyses. 


4.3.2 Duplicate samples (waters) 


Two duplicate water grab samples were collected/submitted for the sampling event. The 
duplicate samples were collected at the same location and time as their respective true samples, 
using similar technique and equipment. Each duplicate sample received a numbered label, was 
entered onto the chain-of-custody form, and submitted for the same analytes as their respective 
true samples. 


4.3.3 Replicate sample (soil) 


One replicate soil grab sample was collected/submitted for the sampling event. The replicate 
sample was collected by dividing the true sample evenly into two separate samples and 
submitting each for laboratory analyses. The portion of each true/replicate sample pair submitted 
for volatile organics was not homogenized prior to collection. The remaining soil was 
homogenized prior to splitting the true sample into two samples. The replicate sample received a 
numbered label, was entered onto the chain-of-custody form, and submitted for the same 
analytes as its true sample. 
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5.0 Investigation Derived Wastes (IDW) 


Efforts were made to minimize IDW generation. IDW included soil, aqueous liquids 


(groundwater), disposable sampling equipment, and disposable personal protective equipment 
(PPE). 


Field personne! returned unused soils to their source immediately after generation. IDW 
generated during private and public well evacuation was discharged to the ground. IDW 
generated during monitoring well evacuations was containerized and discharged to the Modine 
Manufacturing Company's pretreatment wastewater system. Disposable PPE and disposable 
sampling equipment were handled as solid waste, containerized, and properly disposed. 


6.0 Observations 


6.1 General 


A significant snow event occurred on January 2, 1999. Asa result of the snow-cover 
diminishing ground visibility and equipment access, field activities conducted on January 6-7, 
1999, were limited to the collection of groundwater samples only. The weather on January 6, 
1999, was sunny and approximately 30 degrees Fahrenheit with winds light and variable. The 
weather on January 7, 1999. was overcast and approximately 10 degrees Fahrenheit with winds 
light and variable. 


Personnel returned to the site on January 21, 1999, once snow had melted, to conduct the 
soil/source investigation and sampling. The weather on January 21, 1999, was overcast and 
ranged from 40 to 45 degrees Fahrenheit with winds light and variable Light, intermittent rains 
occurred throughout the day. 


GPS coordinates of all sampling points were post-processed at ESP and entered onto a map of 
the site. Refer to Table 2 for a listing of all sampling point coordinates and Appendix A for the 
locations of al! samples collected. 


6.2 Groundwater Sampling 

As to not interfere with any planned investigations under the RCRA Corrective Action 
Abatement Order, work conducted on the Modine Manufacturing facility property was limited to 
collecting groundwater samples from monitoring wells located on the facility property (no soil 
investigations were conducted on the Modine Manufacturing property). 


Personnel were required to make adjustments to the monitoring well sampling procedures due to 
the considerable depths of the monitoring wells (depths ranged from 161 to 197 feet) and well 
diameters. Due to the significant well depths, personnel were not able to accurately field- 
determine the depth of each well and, instead, relied upon well logs to determine the total depths 
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of several wells. As a result of the considerable well volumes associated with the 4-inch 
monitoring wells, personnel recorded water quality parameters at timed intervals, instead of 
after each well volume, to determine when the parameters were stable and acceptable to collect a 
sample. This procedure minimized the volume of evacuation water which was generated. 
Personnel ensured water quality parameters had stabilized in each well prior to sample 
collection. 


An obstruction in the well casing was encountered in monitoring well (MW-) 2, a two-inch well 
installed by MDNR, at the approximate 150 foot depth, which did not allow personnel to extend 
the submersible pump to the screened depth for evacuation. Personnel were able to reach the 
bottom of the well with a clean, disposable bailer and clean rope, which was used to complete 
evacuation and sampling. 


With HWP personnel’s knowledge and permission, ESP collected two grab samples for volatile 
organics analyses from MW-4 to tentatively compare the effects varying collection methods have 
on analytical results. One sample (991461) was collected using the submersible pump and the 
second sample (991462) was collected using a bailer. There were no apparent significant 
discrepancies noted in the analytical results of the two samples that could be attributed to the 
collection methods. 


MW-3 was evacuated dry after approximately 20 gallons were removed (1 well volume was 
calculated to be 11 gallons). Therefore, the well was allowed to recharge sufficiently, and the 
grab sample was collected with a bailer. 


ESP personnel collected two sets of 40-ml vials for volatile organics analyses on all water grab 
samples collected on January 6-7, 1999. The first set of vials in each sample was submitted for 
volatile organics analyses using the standard practical quantitation limits for water samples (as 
specified in the QAPP). Per a request from HWP, in the event contaminant levels in a given 
sample were low enough, the second set of vials was analyzed to realize the lower drinking water 
detection limits. 


All samples collected from public and private wells were noted to be clear and colorless. The 
descriptions of samples collected from monitoring wells were noted as follows (turbidity was 
determined in the field and is reported in nephelometric units (NTUs)). There were no separate, 
free-phase liquids noted in any of the water grab samples. 


MW-1 Slightly cloudy (143 NTUs) and light white in color. 
MwW-2 Cloudy (372 NTUs) and light white in color. 

MW-3 Cloudy (951 NTUs) and light reddish-brown in color. 
MW-4 Slightly cloudy (86.6 NTUs) and light brown in color. 


MW-5 Cloudy (456 NTUs) and transparent white in color. 
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Refer to Table 3 for monitoring well information. 


6.3 Soil Sampling 

During the MIP investigation and soil sampling, personnel generally encountered refusal at 
depths ranging from five to six feet at the former lagoon. A total of ten MIP borings were 
performed in and around the former lagoon during the field activities. Samples were collected 
from specific MIP locations based upon the soil gas data generated and the boring locations 
relative to the areas of concern. Soil samples collected were generally noted to consist of 
reddish-brown cherty clays with varying amounts of gravel interspersed. Due to the nature of the 
matrix, sample homogenization was difficult. 


Personnel unsuccessfully attempted to collect depth-discrete sediment/soil samples of the 
intermittent drainage which receives surface drainage from the former lagoon area (as proposed 
in the sampling plan). Due to the gravel/rock matrix of the drainage bed, no adequate samples 
could be collected. 


Refer to Appendix B for the MIP data logs generated for each boring and the site map for the 
MIP boring and soil sampling locations. The logs indicate detections noted on the MIP’s PID, 
identified as “Detector 1” and the flame ionization detector “Detector 2”. 


7.0 Analytical Results 


The analytical results of samples collected are attached as Appendix C. 
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Submitted by: 


Environmental Specialist 
Superfund/RCRA Unit 
Environmental Services Program 


Date: 


Approved by: 


JHL:bac 


c: Valerie Wilder, Environmental Specialist, HWP 
Robert Hentges, Regional Director, JCRO 


TABLES 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
Camdenton, Missouri 


Table | 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
Sample Listing 


Sample Media/Type | Location Collected Date/Time Collected 
QA/QC sample 
991450 (Tp blank) ESP laboratory 1/5/99 
Paul Buckwalter residential well (Box 45A Normac Estates, Camdenton, MO), located apparently 
991451 Water grab downgradient of the former Hulett Lagoon approximately 2 miles Sample collected after approximately 5 1/6/99 @ 1025 
minutes evacuation 
Dave Burnau residential well (178 Sunset Drive, Camdenton, MO), located directly north (across the street) of 
yelaoe Modine Manufacturing Sample collected after approximately 5 minutes evacuation time. YG? @ 1105 ; 
991453 Duplicate sample of 991452 1/6/99 @ 1105 
i | well #4 (AKA “Blatr” well é i 
eoidss | Watergra | City of Camdenton municipal well #4 ( air” well) Sample collected after approximately 5 minutes 1/6/99 @ 1308 
evacuation time 
; City of Camdenton municipal well known as the “Mulberry” well Sample collected after approximately 5 
etn Monitoring well (MW-) 3, located on the south edge of the Modine Manufacturing facility lot, southwest of 
igi. the facility building Lietyo@330 
MW-4, located at the main entrance to Modine Manufacturing All sample analytes collected using a 
991461 cibraersible panty: 1/6/99 @ 1650 
: MW-4. Sample submitted for volatile organics analyses and collected with a bailer. Sample was collected to 
medace compare results with 991461 analytical results for volatile organics. N69 @ 1720 
Ba laes ee eae on the northeast side of the Modine Manufacturing facility building Sample was collected 1/7/99 @ 0940 
MW-1, located in the western gravel parking lot of the Modine Manufacturing facility property. Sample was 
991464 Water grab collected wilhta-Railee 1/7/99 @ 1100 


991465 MW-5, located adjacent, southwest edge, of the former Hulett Lagoon. Sample was collected with a bailer 1/7/99 @ 1230 


991466 (Duplicate Duplicate sample of 991465 1/7/99 @ 1230 


991467 Boring “Hulett-03”, collected from the 3-4 ft depth 1/21/99 @ 1030 
B 


991473 Boring “Hulett-09”, collected from the 6-7 ft depth 1/21/99 @ 1605 


QA/QC sample le of 991473 1/21/99 @ 160 
991474 (Replicate) Replicate sample of 99 @ 1605 


991475 Boring “Hulett-10”, collected from the 10 5-11 ft depth 1/21/99 @ 1630 


Table 2 
«Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
GPS Data Points 


GPS Location/ Latitude Longitude ArcView Data Points (UTM) 
Identification Description (Degrees N) (Degrees W) Northing 
AQ10619A “Blair +38 001726° -92.760299° 521045 4206034 
municipal well 
A010619B “Mulberry +38.008235° -92.754798° 521526 4206757 
municipal well 
MW-3 
5 3 ° x 34° 
A010620A Medne MR: +38.008161 92.757634 521277 4206748 


2 
MW-4 G0 ° 3 
A010623A Modine Mfr. +38 009836 -92.757792 521262 4206934 
MW-2 . S : 2 5 
AO10714A Modine Mfr. +38.009324 -92.756490 521377 4206877 
MW-1 a 
287° -92 ° 312 3 
AO1O716A Modine Mi +38.009287 92 758428 4206873 
2 


AUIONIA |e +38.011261° -92.755284° 521482 4207093 
A010617A es +38 010320° -92.757711° 521269 
residential well 
A010519A Rei +38 000833° -92.786944° 521269 4206988 
AOI2115A sees +38 011315° -92 755011° 521506 4207099 
AOI2115B Rae +38.011403° -92 754850° 521520 4207109 
AOQI2116A Be +38.011508° -92 754867° §21519 4207120 
AOI2119A oe a +38.011421° -92.754655° 521496 4207096 
A012120A Baas +38.011291° -92.755130° 521495 4207109 
A012120B Bice oe +38 011406° -92.755135° 521505 4207120 
A012120C Pe +38 011507° -92.755024° 521487 4207123 
A012120D cece +38.011531° -92.755222° 4207106 
Boring é 5 e916 
AOI2121A acne +38 010986 -92 754827 521537 4207111 
AQ12122A Beene +38 011379° 92 755299° 521522 4207062 
a “Hulett 10” = : dg oe . 


4206988 


Table 3 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
Monitoring Well Data 


F ; Diameter (inches)/ Total well depin Depts io water Water column One well volume 
Well Identification Riser construction (feet) (feet) H 
from TOC from TOC ceauons) 


(feet) 


APPENDIX A 
Site Maps 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
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MIP Data Logs 
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APPENDIX C 
Analytical Results 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
Camdenton, Missouri 


STATE, OB: Miggourt Med Carnabin Govornac « Seephen Mio Mahteod: Director 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
eS ae 


PF), DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
ey RO Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


: fe 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991450 


Lab Number: 99-D9 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 1/26/99 i 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/ 5/99 { 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/ 7/99 ! 
Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 
Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 

Sample Description: TRIP BLANK 
County: CAMDEN ‘ 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method | 
VOC Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane < 200 ug/L 1f/12/99° 502.2 
Chloromethane < 2.5 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 | 
Vinyl Chloride < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Bromomethane < 9.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Chloroethane e Ded ug/L 1/12/99. 3022 
Trichlorofluoromethane 25 ug/L 1712799 502.2 
1,1-Dichloroethene <-035 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Methylene Chloride < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether < 2.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
trans-—1,2-Dichloroethene ©. 0:55 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 1.0 ug/L TELS 99% “S02 22 
2,2-Dichloropropane < 1.0 ug/L 1/12/99: 502.2 | 
cis—1,2-Dichloroethene <05 ug/L L712 799°: “5023.2 
Chloroform 4.6 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Bromochloromethane <= 1.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99: 502.2 
1,1-Dichloropropene = .1.0 ug/L Lyi /59'- 502.2 
Carbon Tetrachloride < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Benzene < 0.5 ug/L LP I2 99> 50252 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Trichloroethene < 0.5 ug/L LfI2/99. 502 62 
1,2-Dichloropropane < O55 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Bromodichloromethane €045 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Dibromomethane “150 ug/L Lfi2/99'. SO22 
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Lab Number: 99-D9 
Sample Number: 991450 
January 26, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane < 2.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Toluene < 0.6 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane abe) ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Tetrachloroethene < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,3-Dichloropropane = 250 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Dibromochloromethane < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99: 502.2 
1,2-Dibromoethane < 270 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Chlorobenzene < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99 $02.2 
Ethylbenzene 04S ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane < 1.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Total Xylenes < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Styrene = 075 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Isopropylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/12/99. 502.2 
Bromoform < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 1.0 ug/L 1fl2/99. 502.2 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane < 1.0 ug/l 1/12/99 502.2 
n-Propylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Bromobenzene < 1.0 ug/L 17izg/99 “S02V2 
2-Chlorotoluene = 220 ug/L L/I2 799" “S022 
4-Chlorotoluene < 2.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L LJ L2I99 -502 22 
tert-Butylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/12/99 $02.2 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene < 1.0 ug/L 4/12/99. -502.2 
sec-Butylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/12/99 -502.2 
p-isopropyltoluene < 2.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 1.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene = 045 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
n-Butylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99: 50242 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 5.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene < 0.5 ug/L 1/12/99" ~502)..2 
Hexachlorobutadiene a) 120 ug/L 1/12/99'- -502..2 
Naphthalene «20:20 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 


The 
app 


ysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
d\ or mall 2 by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


os is aay 
pers. 
STATE THe Rh Mel Carnahan, Governor ¢ Stephen M > Mahfood, Director 
DEPS&RTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
\ AS ae] _ = DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
a PO Box 176 Jefferson Ciry, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991451 


Lab Number: 99-D10 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/10/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/ 6/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/ 7/99 


Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 
Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 
Sample Description: WATER GRAB OF PAUL BUCKWALTER | 


RESIDENTIAL WELL 
(BOX 45A, NORMAC ESTATES) 
County: CAMDEN 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 


Specific Conductivity umhos/cm 1/ 6/99 120.1 


Comment: Analyzed in field 
pH 7.03 1/ 6/99 150.1 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Temperature —- C 15 Degrees C 1/ 6/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Silver, Total < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Total Sly 2 ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 62.8 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Total < 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Chromium, Total <- 2400 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Copper, Total 44.7 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Mercury, Total < 0.20 ug/L 1/29/99: 24557 
Nickel, Total < 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Lead, Total < 25 ug/L 1/14/99 239.2 
Selenium, Total < 120 ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 
voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane < 200 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 
Chloromethane = 2:5 ug/L L/12799 502.2 
Vinyl Chloride < 0.5 ug/L V712/99° “502.2 
Bromomethane < 9.0 ug/L V/i2799. ©5022 
Chloroethane <= 225 ug/L 1/12/99 “502.2 
Trichlorofluoromethane 25.5 ug/L TITS 799°. S02 2 


Revicted Paper 
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Lab Number: 99-D10 
Sample Number: 991451 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed 


1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans—1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-—1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-lisopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 


Results 


AAANAAAAAANRNAAAAAAAKAAAAAAKRAAKAAAAKAAAAAAAAKAAAANANANAA 


DNORPNNEHENNNNETNFKFONDOOFOONONDOFPONKFODDVOCVOFRORFRODKRFHFONOO 
NONMODDODDAADVDAODOCDAOMNOUMONMOUNMNOUNNIOAOAOOUNUNUNNNMONOUMNWOMNDOUM 


ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/1 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 


Analyzed Method 


1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
1/12/99 
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Lab Number: 99-D10 
Sample Number: 991451 
February 10, 1999 


| Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 


1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop < 5.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 F 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene <I O25 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 f 
Hexachlorobutadiene <-140 ug/L 1/12/99. 502.2 I 
Naphthalene < 20.0 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 ‘| 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene <°20 ug/L 1/12/99 502.2 i 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


(Lew A Elacdiyfor 


/ ; 
James/’/H. Long, Director 
Environmental Services Program 
Division of Environmental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


Stare, : sestigount Mel Camahan Gosetnor + Stephen Mo Mahfood, Director 
vf RTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
. cae EP ———DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
iH ees <a RO. Box 176 Jefferson City. MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991452 


Lab Number: 99-Dll 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/10/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/ 6/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/ 7/99 
Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 
Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE, WATER 
Sample Description: GRAB OF DAVE BURNAN RESIDENTIAL 

WELL (178 SUNSET DR), LOCATED 


DIRECTLY NORTH OF MODINE MFG 
County: CAMDEN 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 


Specific Conductivity umhos /cm 1/ 6/99 120.1 


Comment: Analyzed in field 
PH 7.55 1/ 6/99 150.1 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Temperature - C 12 Degrees C 1/ 6/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Silver, Total < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Total <a ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 67.5 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Total < 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Chromium, Total Bo OO ug/L L/L 3799 200.7 
Copper, Total 21.5 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Mercury, Total < 0.20 ug/L 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Total Lleg 2 ug/L L/t3799:. 2005.7 
Lead, Total $- 2/5 ug/L 1/14/99 239.2 
Selenium, Total = (1.0 ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 
VOA Results: 
Chloromethane K S-0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Vinyl Chloride < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Bromomethane < 5:40 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Chloroethane <5) ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethene =: 50 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Acetone < 20.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
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Lab Number: 99-D11 
Sample Number: 991452 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed 


Carbon Disulfide 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl Tert-Butyl Ether 
trans~-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2-Butanone 
c1is-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
2-Hexanone 
Trans—1,3-Dichloropropene 
Toluene 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 
Tetrachloroethene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 

Total Xylenes 

styrene 

Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 


Results 


A 


AANAANAA 


A 


ANAAAAAA 


rN 


NOM ONONNMNMMNNMOUUAMONMNOMMNMMNNMWOUWNMMNOWM 


. 


oooooooco°o°o°0°o 


. 


ooooooowoo0o°co°co°orFrccCCoo 


ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 


Analyzed Method 


1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 


8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
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Lab Number: 99~-D11 
Sample Number: 991452 
February 10, 1999 


VOA Comments: 
A 1:2 dilution was employed to quantitate TCE. 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


Nescsg bol Eh sashepor 


James H. Long, Director 
Environmental Services Program 
Division of Environmental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


moe 52, le 
pixig me ae Met Carnahan, Governor « Stephen Mii Mahtood Direceor 
; IMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
ee ie we? ate ‘ ——— DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 


oe RO Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991453 


Lab Number: 99-D12 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/10/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/ 6/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: i/ 7/99 
Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE, WATER 

Sample Description: GRAB OF DAVE BURNAN RESIDENTIAL 


WELL (178 SUNSET DR), LOCATED 
DIRECTLY NORTH OF MODINE MFG, (DUPL) 


County: CAMDEN 
Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
Specific Conductivity 649 umhos/cm 1/ 6/99 120.1 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
pH 7.55 1/ 6/99 150.1 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Temperature - C 12 Degrees C 1/ 6/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Silver, Total < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Total li 2 ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 66.6 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Total < 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Chromium, Total < 2.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Copper, Total 16.3 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Mercury, Total 0.20 ug/L 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Total 60.4 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Lead, Total <-045 ug/L 1/14/99 239.2 
Selenium, Total < 1.0 ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 
VOA Results: 
Chloromethane < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Vinyl Chloride <570 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Bromomethane < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Chloroethane 4°50 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethene < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Acetone < 20.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
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Lab Number: 99-D12 
Sample Number: 991453 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method ; 
Carbon Disulfide < 5.0 1/14/99 i 
Methylene Chloride < 20.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 f 
Methyl Tert-Butyl Ether < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 i 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 ( 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 { 
2-Butanone < 20.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 | 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 13.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Chloroform < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 : 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 55.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Carbon Tetrachloride = 520 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Benzene <5..0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 / 
1,2-Dichloroethane <= 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 | 
Trichloroethene 230 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 | 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 | 
Bromodichloromethane = 520 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 i 
2-Hexanone < 20.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 | 
Trans~1,3-Dichloropropene x v0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 iH 
Toluene < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 f 
CIS-1,3~-Dichloropropene < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 | 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 20.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 ] 
Tetrachloroethene < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Dibromochloromethane < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Chlorobenzene < 540 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
Ethylbenzene < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260° 
Total Xylenes 1530) ug/L 1/14/99 8260 | 
Styrene <5:00 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 ! 
Bromoform <5:0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 5.0 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene e520 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene = Sng ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene <5 70 ug/L 1/14/99 8260 
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Lab Number: 99-D12 
Sample Number: 991453 
February 10, 1999 


VOA Comments: 
A 1:2 dilution was employed to quantitate TCE. 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


James H. Long, Director 
Environmental Services Program 
Division of Environmental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


ssGuRD Mel Carnahan, Governor « Scephen Mo Mahfood, Director 


fe @btak 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


ten pe 
. Wiel DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
sas & PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


Fe ms 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991458 


Lab Number: 99-D17 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/10/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/ 6/99 


Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/ 7/99 

Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE, WATER 

Sample Description: GRAB OF CAMDENTON CITY WELL #4 | 
(BLAIR WELL) 


County: CAMDEN 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
Specific Conductivity 


1/ 6/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
pH 7.68 1/ 6/99 150.1 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Temperature — C 16 Degrees C 1/ 6/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 


umhos/cm 120-61 


Silver, Total < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 20067 
Arsenic, Total < 1.2 ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 45.3 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Total < 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Chromium, Total < 2.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Copper, Total Zot ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Mercury, Total < 0.20 ug/L 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Total < 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Lead, Total 4. ug/L 1/14/99 239.2 
Selenium, Total ee ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 
voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane < 200 ug/L L/13/ 99. 250 2..-2 
Chloromethane e265 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Vinyl Chloride < 0.5 ug/L L/13/99 50222 
Bromomethane ee?) ug/L 1/13/99 “502 62 
Chloroethane < 2.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Trichlorof luoromethane </245 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloroethene <.-0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 


n. 
v2 


Recrcted Paper 
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Lab Number: 99-D17 
Sample Number: 991458 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed 


Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-1,3~-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 


Results 


ANA AANAAANRNAAAANAKANKNANKRAKRANKRAANAAAKAANAAAN 


AN AAKAAAAAAAAAA 


MWONOKHFNNFNNNNKFOFKFONDORFODONONDOFRFONHFHODVOOODOOFPOFOOKFHONO 
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ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/l 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 


Analyzed Method 


1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 


502. 


502. 


502. 


502. 


502. 


502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 


502. 
502. 
502. 


502. 


502. 


502. 


502. 


502. 
502. 


502. 
302: 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
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Lab Number: 99-D17 
Sample Number: 991458 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method | 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene < 0.5 1/13/99 502.2 | 
Hexachlorobutadiene <6 0 113/99: 50252 
Naphthalene < 20.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1713/99 ~502.2 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


Kec yh Birtley 


James H. Long, Director 
Environmental Services Program 
Division of Environmental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


rom ne aa 23 
Pas 0 mas Ae a 
STATE atin Met Carnahan, Gosernar + Stephen \C Mahfood, Direccor 


DEPA TMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


AB eayA] SF Te DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
Be tgs el PO. Box 176 Jefferson Cuy, MO 65102-0176 


‘ 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991459 


Lab Number: 99-D18 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/10/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/ 6/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/ 7/99 
Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 
Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE, WATER 
Sample Description: GRAB OF CAMDENTON CITY WELL KNOWN 

AS MULBERRY WELL ; 


County: CAMDEN 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 


Specific Conductivity 


umhos/cm 
Comment: Analyzed in field 


1/ 6/99 120.1 


pH Tits 1/ 6/99 150.1 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Temperature - C 15 Degrees C i/ 6/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 

Silver, Total = 5200 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Total <2 ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 45.3 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Total < 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Chromium, Total < 2.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Copper, Total Sh. 7 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Mercury, Total < 0.20 ug/L 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Total < 300 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Lead, Total 1547 ug/L 1/14/99 239.2 
Selenium, Total </420 ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 
VOC Results: 

Dichlorodif luoromethane < 200 ug/L L/13799 502.2 
Chloromethane < 225 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Vinyl Chloride < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromomethane < 9.0 ug/L 1/13/99. 502 <2 
Chloroethane <= 235 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Trichlorofluoromethane <-25 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloroethene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99. 502.2 
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Lab Number: 99-D18 
Sample Number: 991459 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
Methylene Chloride < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
trans~1,2-Dichloroethene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
2,2-Dichloropropane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Chloroform < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99" °502.2 
Bromochloromethane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloropropene < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Carbon Tetrachloride <05 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Benzene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 055 ug/L 1/13/99 ~S02,2 
Trichloroethene 5.3 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromodichloromethane a" 055 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Dibromomethane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane = 20 ug/L T/13/99- 5022 
Toluene <.0a8 ug/L L/V3/99: “602.2 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 | 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane e065 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Tetrachloroethene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,3-Dichloropropane DO) ug/L LJ 13/99... <S02:2 
Dibromochloromethane < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99. -502%2 
1,2-Dibromoethane = 240 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Chlorobenzene £0 5 ug/L. 1/13/99 502.2 
Ethylbenzene <0,5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane <. 3.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Total Xylenes S055 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Styrene 2-025 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Isopropylbenzene < 250 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromoform <-0:5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane $166 ug/L Lf afo9 . 50259 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane < 1.0 ug/1 1/13/99 502.2 
n-Propylbenzene < 10.0 ug/L LJ13/99, “502.2 
Bromobenzene = 150 ug/L 1713/99: 502.2 
2-Chlorotoluene 20 ug/L 1/13/99: 502.2 
4-Chlorotoluene 6°20 ug/L 1/13/99. 502.2 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene A260 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
tert-Butylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene <: h510 ug/L 1/13/99. 502.2 
sec-Butylbenzene = 230 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
p-isopropyltoluene 226 0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene = 0 ug/L L/13/99°, 502.2 | 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene S0g5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 | 
n-Butylbenzene a 20 ug/L 1/13/99 S022 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2-Dibromo-3~-Chloroprop x Sick ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
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Lab Number: 99-D18 
Sample Number: 991459 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method | 


1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 25 1/13/99. 502.2 
Hexachlorobutadiene e510 ug/L 1713799: 50222 

Naphthalene < 20.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 | 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


Neeiglist Ebi de 


James’H. Long, Director 
Environmental Services Program 
Division of Environmental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 
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“RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991460 


Lab Number: 99-D19 


Affiliation: ESP 
Project Code: 4054/9096 


Sample Collected by: 
Sampling Location: 
Sample Description: 


County: 


Analysis Performed 


Turbidity 
Comment: Analyzed in 
Specific Conductivity 


Comment: Analyzed in 
PH 

Comment: Analyzed in 
Temperature — C 


Comment: Analyzed in 
Silver, Dissolved 
Arsenic, Dissolved 
Barium, Dissolved 
Cadmium, Dissolved 
Chromium, Dissolved 
Copper, Dissolved 
Mercury, Dissolved 
Nickel, Dissolved 
Lead, Dissolved 
Selenium, Dissolved 
Silver, Total 
Arsenic, Total 
Barium, Total 
Cadmium, Total 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN 


Report Date: 2/10/99 
Date Collected: 1/ 6/99 
Date Received: 1/ 7/99 


BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE, WATER 
GRAB OF MW-3, LOCATED ON SOUTH END 
OF LOT, SOUTHWEST OF MODINE 
MANUFACTURING BUILDING 


CAMDEN 
Results Analyzed Method 

951 NTU 1/ 6/99 180.1 

field 
701 umhos/cm 1/ 6/99 120.1 

field 
7.48 1/ 6/99 150.1 

field 

15 Degrees C_ 1/ 6/99 

field 
< 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
< 1.2 ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
69.6 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
< 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
< 2.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
< 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
< 0.20 ug/L 1/29/99 245.1 
< 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
< 2.5 ug/L L/14/99: 239.2 
Se 1.0 ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 
< 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
6.0 ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
151 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
2.26 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
4529 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 


(sen Total 


Recocled Paper 
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Lab Number: 99-D19 
Sample Number: 991460 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
Copper, Total So? ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Mercury, Total < 0.20 ug/L 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Total 29.7 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Lead, Total 97.6 ug/L 1/14/99 239.2 
Selenium, Total < 1.0 ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 


VOC Results: 


Dichlorodifluoromethane < 200 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Chloromethane < 2.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Vinyl Chloride <-0:.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromomethane < 9.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Chloroethane S205 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Trichlorofluoromethane < 2.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloroethene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Methylene Chloride = 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether = 230 ug/L L/U3/99°. 502.2 
trans—-1,2-Dichloroethene = 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
2,2-Dichloropropane ee ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene =: (055 ug/L LI 3/99. 502.9 
Chloroform = 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99. S022 
Bromochloromethane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 0.5 ug/L Lj 13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloropropene < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Carbon Tetrachloride 6.065 ug/L L/13799' * 502.2 
Benzene € 0:55 ug/L 1/13/99. 50242 
1,2-Dichloroethane © 0e5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Trichloroethene <0 5 ug/L L/I3SI99> 502.2 
1,2-Dichloropropane 40.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromodichloromethane 2 1025 ug/L 1/13/99 -502<2 
Dibromomethane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane <o2.40 ug/L 1/13/99 -50222 
Toluene < 0.6 ug/L 1/13/99 502.02 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99: 502.2 
Tetrachloroethene = '0).:5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,3-Dichloropropane = 2D ug/L 1fL3/99 50262 
Dibromochloromethane <0, 5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2-Dibromoethane < 2.0 ug/L LI LBIIO> “OZ: 2 
Chlorobenzene <. 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Ethylbenzene #05 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1, 1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane <1 .0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Total Xylenes < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99: 502.2 
Styrene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Isopropy lbenzene = 2.0 ug/L 1/t3/99 502.2 
Bromoform S025 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane €: 41-210 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane < 1.0 ug/l 1/13/99 502.2 
n-Propylbenzene < 10.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
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Lab Number: 99-D19 
Sample Number: 991460 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
Bromobenzene < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
2-Chlorotoluene % 25.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
4-Chlorotoluene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene — 25:0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
tert-—Butylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene < 140 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
sec-Butylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
p-isopropyltoluene <2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
n-Butylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene = Ore 5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2-Dibromo~-3-Chloroprop <°§.0 ug/L Lia /99 $502.2 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Hexachlorobutadiene < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Naphthalene < 20.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


I ugh e saber 


James’ H. Long, Director 
Environmental Services Program 
Division of Environmental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


Mel Carnahan Governor « Stephen Mo Mahtood Orrector 


‘ 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson Ciry, MO 65102-0176 


"ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991461 


Lab Number: 99-D20 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/10/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/ 6/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/ 7/99 
Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 
Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE, WATER 
Sample Description: GRAB OF MW-4, LOCATED AT MAIN 
ENTRANCE TO MODINE MFG PROPERTY 
COLLECTED VIA SUBMERSIBLE PUMP 
County: CAMDEN 
Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
Turbidity 86.6 NTU Ly 6/99" 18001 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Specific Conductivity 687 umhos/cm if 6/99.- 12051 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
PH 7.22 1/ 6/99 150.1 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Temperature — C 15 Degrees C 1/ 6/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Silver, Dissolved < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Dissolved €. I42 ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
Barium, Dissolved 81.6 ug/L 1/12/99. 2003.7 
Cadmium, Dissolved =1.200 ug/L 1/13799°- 200.7 
Chromium, Dissolved = 24.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Copper, Dissolved € 3200 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Mercury, Dissolved =, Oca) ug/L 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Dissolved 5.81 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Lead, Dissolved < 2.5 ug/L 1/14/99 239.2 
Selenium, Dissolved < 1 20 ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 
Silver, Total < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Total —122 ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 88.3 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Total < 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Chromium, Total 5.52 ug/L L/S 799° 200.7 
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Lab Number: 99-D20 
Sample Number: 991461 
February 10, 1999 


ae 
Analysis Performed 
Copper, Total 
Mercury, Total 
Nickel, Total 
Lead, Total 
Selenium, Total 
VOC Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 
Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 


1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
| n-Propylbenzene 


Results 
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ug/L 


Analyzed Method 


1/13/99 
1/29/99 
1/13/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 


1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
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1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
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Lab Number: 99-D20 
Sample Number: 991461 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
Bromobenzene < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
2-Chlorotoluene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
4-Chlorotoluene <-2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
tert-Butylbenzene <°2.50 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene a. 15.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
sec-Butylbenzene <°2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 | 
p-isopropyltoluene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 | 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 | 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
n-Butylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 | 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 0.5 ug/L P/L3/99° ~502.2 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop < 5.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 | 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene = -0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Hexachlorobutadiene < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Naphthalene < 20.0 ug/L 1/13/99: ‘502.2 | 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


Ae ee Glo NB ractiyle 


James H. Long, Director 
Environmental Services Program 
Division of Environmental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 
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STATE gBuiissourt Mel Carnahan Governor « Stephen ME Mahtood Durectue 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


at a +? 
Eins ee DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
SIRS a = nots NO. Box 176 Jefferson Ciry, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991462 


Lab Number: 99-D21 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 1/26/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/ 6/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: if 4/95 
Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 
Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE, WATER 
Sample Description: GRAB OF MW-4, LOCATED AT MAIN 
ENTRANCE TO MODINE MFG PROPERTY 
COLLECTED VIA BAILER 


County: CAMDEN 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 


VOC Results: 


Dichlorodifluoromethane < 200 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Chloromethane %. 255 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Vinyl Chloride < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromomethane < 9.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Chloroethane 24S ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Trichlorofluoromethane a2 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloroethene <.'035 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Methylene Chloride < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether < 2.0 ug/L V/13/99 502.2 
trans—1,2-Dichloroethene €20:55 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloroethane <6 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
2,2-Dichloropropane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 50222 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 2.3 ug/L 1/13/99 . 50252 
Chloroform 4-028 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromochloromethane <-130 ug/L 1/13/99 $02.2 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane <> 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloropropene ae a) ug/L 1713799 50222 
Carbon Tetrachloride < 0.5 ug/L V/1I3S/99.. 50252 
Benzene <0: ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Trichloroethene 76.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2-Dichloropropane 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99" 50262 


- 


ww 


Resiled Paper 
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Lab Number: 99-D21 
Sample Number: 991462 
January 26, 1999 


Analysis Performed 


| Results A | 


502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 
502. 


Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans~-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-—3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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1/13/99 
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1/13/99 
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Lab Number: 99-D21 
Sample Number: 991462 
January 26, 1999 
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Reported To: 
Affiliation: 
Project Code: 


ESP 


Sample Collected by: 
Sampling Location: 
Sample Description: 


BRIAN ALLEN 


4054/9096 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


991463 
99-D22 


Sample Number: 


Lab Number: 


Report Date: 
Date Collected: 
Date Received: 


BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE, WATER 
GRAB OF MW-2, LOCATED ON NORTHEAST 
SIDE OF MODINE MFG BUILDING 


County: CAMDEN 
Analysis Performed Results 
Turbidity S72 NTU 1/ 7/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Specific Conductivity 796 umhos/cm 1/ 7/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
pH P16 1/ 7/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Temperature - C 12 Degrees C 1/7/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Silver, Dissolved < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Arsenic, Dissolved <8 2 ug/L 1/14/99 
Barium, Dissolved 91.0 ug/L 1/13/99 
Cadmium, Dissolved < 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Chromium, Dissolved < 2.00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Copper, Dissolved < 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Mercury, Dissolved £70520 ug/L 1/29/99 
Nickel, Dissolved < 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Lead, Dissolved ~ 2535 ug/L 1/14/99 
Selenium, Dissolved < 1.0 ug/L 1/14/99 
Silver, Total <> 57,00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Arsenic, Total anes bee ug/L 1/14/99 
Barium, Total Li2 ug/L LJ1:3/99 
Cadmium, Total < 1,00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Chromium, Total 14.3 ug/L 1/13/99 
Copper, Total TOS ug/L 1/13/99 


Revvched Paper 


2/10/99 
1/ 7/99 
1/ 7/99 


Analyzed Method 


180.1 


120.1 
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Lab Number: 99-D22 
Sample Number: 991463 
February 10, 1999 


, i... 
Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method : 


Mercury, Total < 0.20 ug/L 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Total 8.45 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 “| 
Lead, Total 37.2 ug/L 1/14/99 239.2 
Selenium, Total 2-220 ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 f 


VOC Results: 


Dichlorodif luoromethane < 200 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Chloromethane = 245 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Vinyl Chloride < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromomethane < 9.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 | 
Chloroethane <2 5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Trichlorofluoromethane <0 35 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloroethene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Methylene Chloride < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Methyl-tert-—-butyl ether < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 : 
trans~1,2-Dichloroethene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 i 
1,1-Dichloroethane Sg) ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
2,2-Dichloropropane < 2130 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
cis-—1,2-Dichloroethene 0:55 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 i 
Chloroform < 055 ug/L 1/13/99 50252 f 
Bromochloromethane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane an re ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1-Dichloropropene < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Carbon Tetrachloride 2000 25 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Benzene oS ug/L 1/13/99. 50222 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Trichloroethene 245 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2-Dichloropropane <0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromodichloromethane < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 - 502.2 
Dibromomethane 5 0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Toluene <0 26 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
trans~-1,3-Dichloropropane Sony Waa) ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane = .05,5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Tetrachloroethene 6: 105 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,3-Dichloropropane < 2.0 ug/L L/TS/99* $02.2 
Dibromochloromethane =: Ons ug/L LP RS/ OS: $02.0 
1,2-Dibromoethane < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Chlorobenzene < 10:25 ug/L ¥713/99 502.2 
Ethylbenzene <5 ug/L 1/13/99: 502.2 i 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane <0 ug/L L/13 799 “S02.2 : 
Total Xylenes < 0.5 ug/L L718 799 “502 42 
Styrene = 04S ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Isopropylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 ‘502.2 
Bromoform = 065 ug/L L/13/99:. -502:52 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 140 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 : 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane < 1.0 ug/l ipi2y oo “502.2 | 
n-Propylbenzene < 10.0 ug/L 1f/13/99 502.2 
Bromobenzene AO) ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
—— 
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Lab Number: 99-D22 
Sample Number: 991463 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method " 


2-Chlorotoluene <= 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 

4-Chlorotoluene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 | 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
tert-Butylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 

sec-Butylbenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 : 
p-isopropyltoluene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 i, 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 { 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene <.025 ug/L 1/13/99" 502.2 | 
n-Butylbenzene 2) ug/L 1/13/99 ‘502,2 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene «0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop < 5.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 h 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 9055 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 i 
Hexachlorobutadiene eee ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 i 
Naphthalene < 20.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 : 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


Ae ceplea f -eboahafe— 


James ‘H. Long, Director 
Environmental Services Program 
Division of Environmental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


Ss 
Gane hoon Met Carnahan, Goseenor «+ Stephen M Mahfood. Director 


__ vb ger OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


——— DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991464 
Lab Number: 99-D23 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/10/99 


Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/ 7/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/ 7/99 
Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE, WATER 

Sample Description: GRAB OF MW-1, LOCATED IN WESTERN 


GRAVEL PARKING LOT ON MODINE 
MANUFACTURING PROPERTY 
County: CAMDEN 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 

Turbidity 143 NTU 1/ 7/99) 18051 
Comment: Analyzed in field 

Specific Conductivity 532 umhos/cm 1/ 7/99 120.1 
Comment: Analyzed in field 

pH 7.62 Ly 7/99 150.1 
Comment: Analyzed in field 

Temperature — C 13 Degrees C 1/ 7/99 


Comment: Analyzed in field 


Silver, Dissolved < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Dissolved < 1,2 ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
Barium, Dissolved 49.7 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Dissolved < 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Chromium, Dissolved 2-200 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Copper, Dissolved <= 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Mercury, Dissolved = 0..20 ug/L 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Dissolved < 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Lead, Dissolved <- 255 ug/L 1/14/99 239.2 
Selenium, Dissolved < 1.0 ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 
Silver, Total < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Total me ae ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
Barium, Total S8i2 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Total < 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99" 200.7 
Chromium, Total 3.84 ug/L LfAS/9S 200.7 


Reciited Paper 
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Lab Number: 99~D23 
Sample Number: 991464 
February 10, 1999 


Copper, Total 6.94 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 : 
Mercury, Total < 0.20 ug/L 1/29/99 245.1 i 
Nickel, Total < 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Lead, Total 14.1 ug/L 1/14/99 239.2 : 
Selenium, Total < 1.0 ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 f 
Voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane < 200 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Chloromethane < 2.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Vinyl Chloride €: 0:25 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromomethane < 9.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Chloroethane 225 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Trichlorofluoromethane $5255 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 : 
1,1-Dichloroethene <-0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 ‘ 
Methylene Chloride < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 f 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether < 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 | 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene < 05 ug/L LJV3/99° -8022 ; 
1,1-Dichloroethane cael) ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
2,2-Dichloropropane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 : 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene OSD ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Chloroform < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromochloromethane < 1.0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 i 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 r 
1,1-Dichloropropene 10) ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 : 
Carbon Tetrachloride 055 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 : 
Benzene 0.25 ug/L 1713/99 802.2 : 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 0.5 ug/L L/13 799. “502-62 ! 
Trichloroethene 10.1 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 ; 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 : 
Bromodichloromethane <. 045 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 ; 
Dibromomethane — LO ug/L 1/13/99 50252 I 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane =~ 220 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 ( 
Toluene < 0.6 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 i 
trans—1,3-Dichloropropane 120 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 ; 
i, 1,2-Trichloroethane <03:5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Tetrachloroethene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 I 
1,3-Dichloropropane 2°240 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 ; 
Dibromochloromethane $005 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 I" 
1,2-Dibromoethane =< 2.0 ug/L 1/13/99" S02 52 i 
Chlorobenzene ae eb ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 t 
Ethylbenzene < 0.5 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 i 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane <0 ug/L 1/13/99 502.32 ; 
Total Xylenes 025 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 : 
Styrene < 025 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 I 
Isopropylbenzene = 220 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
Bromoform =035 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane a be ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane < 1.0 ug/l Lfisf/99. 502.2 
n-Propylbenzene = 20 ug/L 1/13/99 502.2 
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Lab Number: 99-D23 
Sample Number: 991464 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results 


Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene < 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 


AAAARAAANAANANAAAA 


A 
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The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
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ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 


Analyzed Method 


1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 
1/13/99 


approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


ij lnipio¥e Ch dagfer 


James’ H. Long, Director 
Environmental Services Program 
Division of Environmental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 
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Reported To: 
Affiliation: 
Project Code: 


ESP 


Sample Collected by: 
Sampling Location: 
Sample Description: 


County: 


Analysis Performed 


BRIAN ALLEN 


4054/9096 


ate 
“AAS PO. Box 176 joe Ciry. MO 65102-0176 
el i 


aot 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


991465 
99-D24 


Sample Number: 


Lab Number: 


Report Date: 
Date Collected: 
Date Received: 


BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE, WATER 
GRAB OF MW-5, LOCATED ADJACENT 
(SOUTHWEST) TO FORMER HULETT LAGOON 
CAMDEN 


Results 


Turbidity 456 NTU 1/ 7/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Specific Conductivity 709 umhos/cm 1/ 7/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
pH 7.50 1/ 7/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Temperature - C 12 Degrees C 1/ 7/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Silver, Dissolved < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Arsenic, Dissolved $ a2 ug/L 1/14/99 
Barium, Dissolved 55.7 ug/L 1/13/99 
Cadmium, Dissolved < 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Chromium, Dissolved < 2.00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Copper, Dissolved < 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Mercury, Dissolved < 0.20 ug/L 1/29/99 
Nickel, Dissolved < 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Lead, Dissolved $2205 ug/L 1/14/99 
Selenium, Dissolved eee ee) ug/L 1/14/99 
Silver, Total < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 
Arsenic, Total 2 ug/L 1/14/99 
Barium, Total 67.9 ug/L 1/13/99 
Cadmium, Total 25 ug/h 1/13/99 
Chromium, Total 9.39 ug/L 1713799 
Copper, Total 7352 ug/L 1/13/99 


2/10/99 
1/ 7/99 
1/ 7/99 


Analyzed Method 
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150.1 
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200. 
200. 
200. 
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Lab Number: 99-D24 
Sample Number: 991465 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results 


Mercury, 


VOA Results: 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Acetone < 2 
Carbon Disulfide < 
Methylene Chloride < 2 
Methyl Tert-Butyl Ether < 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene < 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 
2-Butanone < 2 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 3 
Chloroform 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
2-Hexanone 
Trans-—1,3-Dichloropropene 
Toluene 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 
Tetrachloroethene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
Total Xylenes 
Styrene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
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Total < 0. 
Nickel, Total 5. 
Lead, Total 12, 
Selenium, Total <1. 


oooooooo°9;c coco 0oe 000000 
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ug/L 
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ug/L 
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ug/L 
ug/L 
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ug/L 
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ug/L 
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ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
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ug/L 
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ug/L 


Analyzed Method | 


1/29/99 
1/13/99 
1/14/99 
1/14/99 
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Lab Number: 99-D24 
Sample Number: 991465 
February 10, 1999 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


Ave bof eA vite ger 


James H. Long, Director 
Environmental Services Program 
Division of Environmental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


wip 7 ; 5 
Lr NX: Bey > F ~ KS 
STATE GExiRsOuRi: Mel Carnahan. Governor + Stephen M Mahtood, Director 


DEPART MENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
RO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991466 
Lab Number: 99-D25 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/10/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/ 7/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: if 7799 
Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 
Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE, WATER 
Sample Description: GRAB OF MW-5, LOCATED ADJACENT 
(SOUTHWEST) TO FORMER HULETT LAGOON 
(DUPLICATE) 
County: CAMDEN 
Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 


Turbidity 456 NTU Lf T/99 180.2 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Specific Conductivity 709 umhos /cm Lf 7/99 12031 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
pH 7.50 1/7/99 150.1 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Temperature - C 12 Degrees C 1/ 7/99 
Comment: Analyzed in field 
Silver, Dissolved < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Dissolved = 132 ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
Barium, Dissolved 516 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Dissolved < 1.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Chromium, Dissolved < 2.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Copper, Dissolved < 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Mercury, Dissolved <0620 ug/L 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Dissolved < 3.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Lead, Dissolved =< 239 ug/L 1/14/99 239.2 
Selenium, Dissolved = Le® ug/L 1/14/99 270.2 
Silver, Total < 5.00 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Total e Lee ug/L 1/14/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 1hs3 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Total 197 ug/L Lf 13/99". 2004.7 
Chromium, Total 13.3 ug/L 1/13/99 200.7 | 


Raricied Paper 
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Lab Number: 99-D25 
Sample Number: 991466 
February 10, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results 


Copper, Total 
Mercury, Total < 
Nickel, Total 
Lead, Total 1 
Selenium, Total < 
VOA Results: 
Chloromethane < 
Vinyl Chloride < 
Bromomethane < 
Chloroethane < 
1,1-Dichloroethene < 
Acetone < 2 
Carbon Disulfide < 
Methylene Chloride < 2 
Methyl Tert-Butyl Ether < 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene < 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 
2-Butanone 
cis—-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
2-Hexanone 
Trans-—1,3—Dichloropropene 
Toluene 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
4-Methy1l-2-Pentanone 
Tetrachloroethene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
Total Xylenes 
Styrene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
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ug/L 
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Analyzed Method 


1/13/99 7 
1/29/99 245.1 f 
1/13/99 200.7 f 
1/14/99 239.2 ; 
1/14/99 270.2 ; 
li 
1/ 8/99 8260 : 
1/ 8/99 8260 ; 
1/ 8/99 8260 : 
1/ 8/99 8260 : 
1/ 8/99 8260 f 
1/ 8/99 8260 | 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 ' 
1/ 8/99 8260 . 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 : 
1/ 8/99 8260 ; 
1/ 8/99 8260 . 
1/ 8/99 8260 i 
1/ 8/99 8260 ' 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 i 
1/ 8/99 8260 | 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 | 
1/ 8/99 8260 i 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 1 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 | 
1/ 8/99 8260 i 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 
1/ 8/99 8260 | 
1/ 8/99 8260 i 
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Lab Number: 99-D25 
Sample Number: 991466 
February 10, 1999 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


Al { gh bone 


James/H. Long, Director 
Environmental Services Program 
Division of Environmental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


Mel Carnahan, Governor + Stephen M Mahfood Director 


T OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991467 
Lab Number: 99-D136 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/24/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/21/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/22/99 


Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 

Sample Description: SOIL GRAB OF BORING "HULETT-03" 
COLLECTED FROM 3-4 FT DEPTH 

County: CAMDEN 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 


Silver, Total < 1,000 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Total 13,600 ug/kg 2/ 4/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 244,000 ug/kg 27-3799: 200.7 
Cadmium, Total 304 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Chromium, Total 55,500 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Copper, Total 33,600 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Mercury, Total 107 ug/kg 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Total 49,400 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Lead, Total 118,000 ug/kg 2) 3/99. 239 <2 
Selenium, Total < 1,000 ug/kg 2/ 4/99 270.2 
Lead, TCLP 77:2 ug/L 2/19/99 239.2 
VOA Results: 
Chloromethane <, 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Vinyl Chloride < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Bromomethane =. 25:0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Chloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethene <. 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Acetone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Carbon Disulfide < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Methylene Chloride < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Methyl Tertiary Butyl Eth < 2530 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
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Lab Number: 99-D136 
Sample Number: 991467 
February 24, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 
Chloroform < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane <-25:50 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Carbon Tetrachloride 2550 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Benzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloroethane 2520 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Trichloroethene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Bromodichloromethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
2-Hexanone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Trans~—1,3-Dichloropropene < 25:0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Toluene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
C1IS-1,3-Dichloropropene =-25:50 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
4-Methyl-2~-Pentanone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Tetrachloroethene = 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Dibromochloromethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Chlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Ethylbenzene «2570 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Total Xylenes < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Styrene <= 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Bromoform <.25 20 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <.25:..0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 25%20 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 


Metals results are reported on a dry weight basis 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 


cay or /fécognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
- 


ices Program 
ental Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


Md Carnahan. Governor + Stephen Mo Mahfood. Director 


T OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991468 
Lab Number: 99-D137 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 


Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 

Sample Description: SOIL GRAB OF BORING "HULETT-03" 
COLLECTED FROM 4.5-5.5 FT DEPTH 

County: CAMDEN 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed 


Silver, Total 3/99 
Arsenic, Total 4/99 
Barium, Total 3/99 
Cadmium, Total 3/99 
Chromium, Total 3/99 
Copper, Total / 3/99 
Mercury, Total 1/29/99 
Nickel, Total 2/ 3/99 
Lead, Total 

Selenium, Total 

Barium, TCLP 

Lead, TCLP 2/19/99 
VOA Results: 

Chloromethane ‘ 1/25/99 
Vinyl Chloride : 1/25/99 
Bromomethane 

Chloroethane 

1,1-Dichloroethene 

Acetone 

Carbon Disulfide 

Methylene Chloride 

Methyl Tertiary Butyl Eth 


2/24/99 
1/21/99 
1/22/99 


Method 


200. 
206. 
200. 
200. 
200. 
200. 
245. 
200. 
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239'. 


8260 
8260 
8260 
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Lab Number: 99~-D137 
Sample Number: 991468 
February 24, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results 


2-Butanone 
cis~-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
2-Hexanone 
Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 
Toluene 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
4~-Methy1l-2-Pentanone 
Tetrachloroethene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 

Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,3~-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 


Program 
tal Quality 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


ooo0o0o0o0o0o°co 


ooO°0°0 


oo0oooocoocoo0o0o09o 


Analyzed Method 


1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 


ognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


Reported To: 
Affiliation: 


Project Code: 4054/9096 


Mel Carnahan, Governor + Stephen M Mahfood, Director 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


991469 
99-D138 


Sample Number: 
Lab Number: 


BRIAN ALLEN 
ESP 


Report Date: 


Date Received: 


T OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


Date Collected: 


2/24/99 
1/21/99 
1/22/99 


Sample Collected by: 
Sampling Location: 
Sample Description: 


BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 

SOIL GRAB OF BORING “HULETT-01" 
COLLECTED FROM 4.5-5 FT DEPTH 


County: CAMDEN 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 


Silver, Total 
Arsenic, Total 
Barium, Total 
Cadmium, Total 
Chromium, Total 
Copper, Total 
Mercury, Total 
Nickel, Total 
Lead, Total 
Selenium, Total 
Lead, TCLP 

VOA Results: 
Chlioromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Acetone 
Carbon Disulfide 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl Tertiary Butyl Eth 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2-Butanone 


NNN RAYINNNN ~) 


2/19/99 


1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
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Lab Number: 99-D138 
Sample Number: 991469 
February 24, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 190 ug/kg 1/25/99 
Chloroform =. -25:3.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Carbon Tetrachloride ~°25:.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Benzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Trichloroethene 9,500 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 

Comment: Dilution analyzed 1/26/99 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Bromodichloromethane <.2520 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
2-Hexanone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Trans-—1,3-Dichloropropene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Toluene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Tetrachloroethene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Dibromochloromethane < 25:50 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Chlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Ethylbenzene = 2550 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Total Xylenes <i 25s 0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Styrene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Bromoform < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane = 25 3:0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene = 2540 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 2520 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene <25-00 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
VOA TCLP Results: 
Vinyl Chloride (TCLP) < 200 ug/L 2/ 8/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethene (TCLP) < 200 ug/L 2/ 8/99 8260 
2-Butanone (TCLP) < 800 ug/L 2/ 8/99 8260 
Chloroform (TCLP) < 200 ug/L 2/ 8/99 8260 
Carbon Tetrachlor. (TCLP) < 200 ug/L 2/ 8/99 8260 
Benzene (TCLP) < 200 ug/L 2/ 8/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloroethane (TCLP) < 200 ug/L 2/ 8/99 8260 
Trichloroethene (TCLP) < 200 ug/L 2/ 8/99 8260 
Tetrachloroethene (TCLP) < 200 ug/L 2/ 8/99 8260 
Chlorobenzene (TCLP) < 200 ug/L 2/ 8/99 8260 
1,4-Dichlorobenz. (TCLP) < 200 ug/L 2/-B/S9 “8260 
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Lab Number: 99-D138 
Sample Number: 991469 
February 24, 1999 


Metals results are reported on a dry weight basis 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


Mel Carnahan, Governor e¢ Stephen ME Muhfood Director 


NT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


A DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
ar) PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 


991470 


Lab Number: 99-D139 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/17/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/21/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/22/99 


Sample Collected by: 
Sampling Location: 
Sample Description: 


BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 

SOIL GRAB OF BORING "HULETT-02" 
COLLECTED FROM 6.5-7 FT DEPTH 


County: -CAMDEN 


a 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 


Silver, Total <0 100.0 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Total 37580 ug/kg 2/ 4/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 62,400 ug/kg 27 3/99. 2007 
Cadmium, Total 254 ug/kg 2h 3799" 20037 
Chromium, Total 31,900 ug/kg af 3799: “200.7 
Copper, Total 15,700 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Mercury, Total < 40.0 ug/kg 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Total 12,500 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Lead, Total 38°, LOO. ug/kg 27-3799. 23952 
Selenium, Total < 1,000 ug/kg 2/ 4/99 270.2 
VOA Results: 
Chloromethane & 25.40 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Vinyl Chloride < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Bromomethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 ° 8260 
Chloroethane 22520 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethene = 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Acetone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Carbon Disulfide < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Methylene Chloride < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Methyl Tertiary Butyl Eth 25:0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
trans—1,2-Dichloroethene (25 40 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethane <= 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 140 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
A a a he el 
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Lab Number: 99-D139 
Sample Number: 991470 
February 17, 1999 


Analysis Performed 


Chloroform 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
2-Hexanone 
Trans-1,3~-Dichloropropene 
Toluene 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 
Tetrachloroethene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 

Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 


Results 
< 25.0 ug/kg 
< 25.0 ug/kg 
< 25.0 ug/kg 
25 20 ug/kg 
< 25.0 ug/kg 
240 ug/kg 
< 25.0 ug/kg 
< 25.0 ug/kg 
< 100 ug/kg 
< 2920 ug/kg 
< 25.0 ug/kg 
<= 25.0 ug/kg 
<° 25.0 ug/kg 
< 100 ug/kg 
= 25.20 ug/kg 
<-250 ug/kg 
< 25.0 ug/kg 
= 2520 ug/kg 
£2530 ug/kg 
< 25.0 ug/kg 
= 250 ug/kg 
< 25.0 ug/kg 
<).25..0 ug/kg 
< 25.0 ug/kg 
<25..0 ug/kg 


approved or rec ized by the U.S. 


Cc: ALERIE WILDER, HWP 


Analyzed Method 


1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 
1/25/99 


8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 
8260 


Environmental Protection Agency. 


De SSOURI Mcl Carnahan, Governor + Stephen M > “Miahfood, Director 


NT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
(S185 PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 991471 


Lab Number: 99-D140 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/24/99 

Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/21/99 

Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/22/99 
Sample Collected by: BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

Sampling Location: FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 

Sample Description: SOIL GRAB OF BORING "HULETT-04" 

COLLECTED FROM 7.5-8 FT DEPTH 

County: CAMDEN 

Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
Silver, Total < 1,000 ug/kg 2) 3799" 20067 
Arsenic, Total 19,700 ug/kg 2/ 4/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 750,000 ug/kg 2h 3/99. 20027 
Cadmium, Total 4,520 ug/kg 2/.3/99:- 200.7 
Chromium, Total 68,900 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Copper, Total 64,300 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Mercury, Total 195 ug/kg 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Total 90,100 ug/kg 2f- 3/99 200s 7 
Lead, Total 325,000 ug/kg 2/2/99 239.2 
Selenium, Total < 1,000 ug/kg 2f 4/99: 270.2 
Barium, TCLP 628 ug/L 2/19/99 200.7 
Lead, TCLP < 25.0 ug/L 2/9799: 12392 

VOA Results: 

Chloromethane o 29.50 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Vinyl Chloride < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Bromomethane € 25.20 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Chloroethane £250 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Acetone < 100 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Carbon Disulfide © 2520 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Methylene Chloride < 100 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 | 
Methyl Tertiary Butyl Eth 4 2550 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 | 
trans—1,2-Dichloroethene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethane €-25.0 1/26/99 8260 
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Lab Number: 99-D140 
Sample Number: 991471 
February 24, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 


2-Butanone 1/26/99 

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Chloroform = 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane <..25:.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Carbon Tetrachloride < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Benzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloroethane $25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Trichloroethene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Bromodichloromethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
2-Hexanone < 100 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Trans—1,3-Dichloropropene 25:50 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Toluene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane <°25..0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
4-Methy1l-2-Pentanone < 100 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Tetrachloroethene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Dibromochloromethane < 29.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Chlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Ethylbenzene <-25..0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Total Xylenes < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Styrene = 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Bromoform $525.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 25-0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene <, 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 


Metals results are reported on a dry weight basis 


alysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
ized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


The an 
2p 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 


ENVI 


Mel Carnahan, Governor + Stephen Mio Mahfood Durector 


: MENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


RONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 


BRIAN ALLEN 
ESP 
4054/9096 


Reported To: 
Affiliation: 
Project Code: 


Sample Collected by: 
Sampling Location: 
Sample Description: 


County: 


Analysis Performed 


Total 
Total 
Total 


Silver, 
Arsenic, 
Barium, 
Cadmium, Total 

Chromium, Total 

Copper, Total 

Mercury, Total 

Nickel, Total 

Lead, Total 

Selenium, Total 

Lead, TCLP 
VOA Results: 
Chloromethane 

Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Acetone 

Carbon Disulfide 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl Tertiary Butyl Eth 
trans—l1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2-Butanone 


991472 


Lab Number: 99-Dl141 


Report Date: 
Date Collected: 
Date Received: 


2/24/99 
1/21/99 
1/22/99 


BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 

SOIL GRAB OF BORING "HULETT-07" 
COLLECTED FROM 5.5-6 FT DEPTH 
CAMDEN 


Results Analyzed Method 


.7 
2 
.7 
7 
.7 
.7 
-l 
7 
2 
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2/19/99 


1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
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Lab Number: 99-D141 

Sample Number: 991472 

February 24, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method |, 


cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 1/26/99 
Chloroform < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane <A 2550 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 fl 
Carbon Tetrachloride <5 250 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Benzene ©7250 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Trichloroethene 120 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Bromodichloromethane ='25:..0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
2-Hexanone < 100 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene q° 25.40 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Toluene <25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 100 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Tetrachloroethene , € 32554. ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Dibromochloromethane <= 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Chlorobenzene < 25:0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Ethylbenzene 253.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Total Xylenes < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Styrene = 2550 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Bromoform < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <2. 2500 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene =< (25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene o 2500 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 


Metals results are reported on a dry weight basis 


The-analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 
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=NT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 


991473 


Lab Number: 99-D142 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/17/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/21/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/22/99 


Sample Collected by: 
Sampling Location: 
Sample Description: 


BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 

SOIL GRAB OF BORING "HULETT-09" 
COLLECTED FROM 6-7 FT DEPTH 


County: CAMDEN | 


a 


Analyzed Method 


Analysis Performed Results 


Silver, Total < 1,000 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Total 9,680 ug/kg 2/ 4/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 103,000 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Total < 200 ug/kg 2/3/99 20029 | 
Chromium, Total 58,200 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 | 
Copper, Total 6,470 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 | 
Mercury, Total < 40.0 ug/kg 1/29/99 245.1 | 
Nickel, Total 9,760 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Lead, Total 39,100 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 239.2 | 
Selenium, Total < 1,000 ug/kg 2/ 4/99 270.2 
VOA Results: | 
Chloromethane = 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Vinyl Chloride < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Bromomethane € 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Chloroethane = 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethene e520 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Acetone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Carbon Disulfide < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25 /99° 8260 
Methylene Chloride < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Methyl Tertiary Butyl Eth <.25<0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene = 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethane “250 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
2-Butanone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene <- 25:0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 | 


fy 


Page 2 

Lab Number: 99-D142 
Sample Number: 991473 
February 17, 1999 


| Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method ; 


Chloroform <25.30 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 : 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 i 
Carbon Tetrachloride < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 ! 
Benzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 i 
Trichloroethene <= 25:50 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 | 
1,2-Dichloropropane = 252.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 ; 
Bromodichloromethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 } 
2-Hexanone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 ! 
Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 ‘ 
Toluene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene <.25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane «25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Tetrachloroethene <2950 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 | 
Dibromochloromethane 4°25:,0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 | 
Chlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 | 
Ethylbenzene <-25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 iH 
Total Xylenes < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Styrene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Bromoform < 25:0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane = 257.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene £25:.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
| Metals results are reported on a dry weight basis 
The-analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or r nized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
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RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 


991474 


Lab Number: 99-D143 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN Report Date: 2/17/99 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 1/21/99 
Project Code: 4054/9096 Date Received: 1/22/99 


Sample Collected by: 
Sampling Location: 
Sample Description: 


BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 
FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE | 
SOIL GRAB OF BORING "HULETT-09" 
COLLECTED FROM 6-7 FT DEPTH | 
(REPLICATE) 


County: CAMDEN 


Mee eset ae ee ee ee eee ee ee 


Analysis Performed 


{ 
Results Analyzed Method | 


Silver, Total < 1,000 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Arsenic, Total 4,600 ug/kg 2/ 4/99 206.2 
Barium, Total 132,000 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Cadmium, Total 204 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Chromium, Total 39,800 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Copper, Total 8,560 ug/kg 2/3/99 200.7 
Mercury, Total < 40.0 ug/kg 1/29/99 245.1 
Nickel, Total 12,400 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 200.7 
Lead, Total 61,800 ug/kg 2/ 3/99 239.2 
Selenium, Total < 1,000 ug/kg 2/ 4/99 270.2 
VOA Results: 
Chloromethane < 25 «0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Vinyl Chloride < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Bromomethane < 25:20 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Chloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Acetone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Carbon Disulfide < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Methylene Chloride < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Methyl Tertiary Butyl Eth 22550 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
trans—1,2-Dichloroethene <-25 x0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1-Dichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 


Butanone 


1/25/99 
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Lab Number: 99-D143 
Sample Number: 991474 
February 17, 1999 


Wes t 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene a2 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Chloroform <- 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane <- 2540 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Carbon Tetrachloride <= 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Benzene =<" 25 20 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloroethane ar 25 60 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Trichloroethene <°25.50 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 25:0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Bromodichloromethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
2-Hexanone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Trans-1,3~-Dichloropropene = 22520 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Toluene <°°25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 100 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Tetrachloroethene < 22.5.40 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Dibromochloromethane <' 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Chlorobenzene <2 50 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Ethylbenzene — 254.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Total Xylenes = 2520 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Styrene < 2550 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
Bromoform S25 a0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 : 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 52520 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene © 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 " 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 : 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/25/99 8260 i 


Metals results are reported on a dry weight basis \ 


~analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or r nized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
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TOF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 
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RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 


Reported To: BRIAN ALLEN 
Affiliation: ESP 
Project Code: 4054/9096 


Sample Collected by: 
Sampling Location: 
Sample Description: 


County: 


Analysis Performed 


Total 
Total 
Total 


Silver, 
Arsenic, 
Barium, 
Cadmium, Total 

Chromium, Total 

Copper, Total 

Mercury, Total 

Nickel, Total 

Lead, Total 

Selenium, Total 

Lead, TCLP 
VOA Results: 
Chloromethane 

Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Acetone 

Carbon Disulfide 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl Tertiary Butyl Eth 
trans-—1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2-Butanone 


991475 


Lab Number: 99-D144 


Report Date: 
Date Collected: 
Date Received: 


BRIAN ALLEN, ESP 

FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 

SOIL GRAB OF BORING "HULETT-10" 
COLLECTED FROM 10.5-11 FT DEPTH 
CAMDEN 


Results 


2/19/99 


1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 
1/26/99 


2/24/99 
1/21/99 
1/22/99 


Analyzed Method 


NNN NS 
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Lab Number: 99-D144 
Sample Number: 991475 
February 24, 1999 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene = 1254.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 
Chloroform < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Carbon Tetrachloride € 25-20 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Benzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloroethane <25.50 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Trichloroethene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,2-Dichloropropane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Bromodichloromethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
2-Hexanone < 100 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Toluene <25:.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene < 2520 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane <° 25,0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone < 100 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Tetrachloroethene = 25:0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Dibromochloromethane <- 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Chlorobenzene =. 25.20 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Ethylbenzene & 25/0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Total Xylenes < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Styrene <- 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
Bromoform <.25:..0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene m 25.20 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 25.0 ug/kg 1/26/99 8260 


Metals results are reported on a dry weight basis 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 


c: VALERIE WILDER, HWP 
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November 4, 1996 


Mr. Richard Nussbaum, P.E. 
Groundwater Enforcement Unit Chief 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources eS ans e' 

Division of Environmental Quality EC sI we i 
Hazardous Waste Program Pe 

P. O. Box 176 MAN UA Jo 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65102-0176 


MisStoa! crear ne 
WATURAL RESOLACES 
Re: Letter Report 
Subsurface Investigation 
Former Hulett Lagoon 
Camdenton, Missouri 
m re 27397-023-04 


Dear Mr. Nussbaum: 


On behalf of Modine Manufacturing Company (Modine), Dames & Moore 1s pleased to submit 
this letter report summarizing the results of the Subsurface Investigation at the former Hulett 
Lagoon in Camdenton, Missouri. The former city owned and operated lagoon is located 
approximately 1,000 feet northeast of the Modine Heat Transfer facility. Based upon the results 
of the field fracture survey, the former lagoon is strongly indicated as the source of the observed 
trichloroethene (TCE) impact to groundwater at the Modine facility. The purpose of this 
investigation was to determine the presence or absence of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), 
in particular TCE, in soil underlying the former Hulett Lagoon. 


The field investigation was conducted on October 11, 1996. Four hydraulically driven probes 
were advanced in the area of the lagoon in which an inlet pipe from the former Sundstrand facility 
and an outlet or discharge pipe from the lagoon were previously located. A figure is attached 
illustrating the probe locations. The probes were continuously sampled and field screened using 
a photoionization detector (PID). The probe logs are included as an attachment to this letter 
report. The sample exhibiting the highest indication of VOC content from each probe was 
submitted to Inchcape Testing Services Environmental Laboratories in Richardson, Texas. The 
soil samples were analyzed for VOCs, with TCE as the primary constituent of concern. The 
samples were shipped in an iced cooler under proper chain of custody by an overnight courier. 
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Mr. Richard Nussbaum 
Groundwater Enforcement Unit Chief 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
Re: — Subsurface Investigation 
Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. 
Camdenton, Missouri 
November 4, 1996 
Page -2- 


The analytical report is included as an attachment to this letter and the analytical results 
summarized below. 


Sample Location Depth Analyte Detected Concentration in parts per billion (ppb) 
GP-1 4-6' Chloroform 200 

TCE 9,170 
GP-2 4-5.5' TCE 1,940 
GP-3 4-5' Chloroform 9.4 

cis-1 ,2-Dichloroethene 91.4 

TCE Not detected 
GP-4 4-6' TCE Not detected 


The TCE concentrations encountered in the soil beneath the former lagoon supports our previous 
position of an off-site source as the source of the observed TCE impact to groundwater at the 
Modine facility This analytical data and the geological data resulting from the field fracture 
survey strongly suggests that the former lagoon is the off-site source. 


23@ DAMES & MOORE 


—— 


Mr. Richard Nussbaum 
Groundwater Enforcement Unit Chief 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
Re. — Subsurface Investigation 
Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. 
Camdenton, Missouri 
November 4, 1996 
Page -3- 


If you have any questions or comments regarding the contents of this report, please contact either 
of the undersigned or Mr. Thomas Sanicola with Modine at (414) 636-1649. 


Very truly yours, 


DAMES & MOORE 


BOS RH Gr 


Miesche M. Francis 
Assistant Geologist 


Daniel J. Price, P.G. 
Senior Geologist 


DJP:1k 
Attachments 
cc: Darleen Westcott - MDNR 


Thomas Sanicola - Modine 
P \045\NOV96\MISC\NUSSBA04.RPT 


ATTACHMENT 1 


FIGURE 


FIGURE 1 
GEOPROBE LOCATIONS 


FORMER HULETT LAGOON 
MODINE MANUFACTURING CO. 
CAMDENTON, MISSOURI 


(Ga DAMES & MOORE 


A DAMES & MOORE GROUP COMPANY 
ERSON ROAD, SUITE 220 
» MISSOURI 63141 
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ATTACHMENT 2 


PROBE LOGS 


re tar Gk Nel aaa ce 


Client: Modine Heat Transfer, Inc- PROBE ID GP-1 
Project Number: 27397-023-045 Monitoring, Well Data: 

Project; TCE Investigation Former Hulett Lagoon Pipe: 

Location: Camdenton, Missouri Screen: 

Driller’ GeoEnvironmental Slot: 

Borehole Logged By: Miesche Francis Sand: 

Drilling Method: GeoProbe® Sample Type 

Date Installed: October 11, 1996 CT - Cottings CC - Coatinuos Core 


= SS - Split Spoos RX - Rock Core 
Surface Conditions: Grass WA - Wesh Sample 


DESCRIPTION 


© |Depth (ft.) 
OVM (ppm) 


0'- 1" Top soil, with organic material, slight organic odor. 


{"~4' CLAY, yellowish red, with cherty gravel, soft. moist, 
slight solvent odor at 4". 


4'-6' CLAY, yellowish red, with cherty gravel, with cherty gravel, 


z 
nm 
Qo 
GRANULAR BENTONITE Completion 


trace of organic material, tight, dry, slight solvent odor. 
Refusal at 6! 


2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 


Note: This borehole was prepared for hydrogeological and/or environmental assessment purposes and does not necessarily 
contain information suitable for a geotechnical assessment of the subsurface conditions. Borehole data requires interpretation 
by Dames & Moore personnel before use by others. 


Client: Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. 
Project Number: 27397-023-045 
Project: TCE Investigation Former Hulett Lagoon 
Location: Camdenton, Missouri 

Driller: GeoEnvironmental 


PROBE ID GP-2 
Monitoring Well Data: | Elevation: 
Pipe: Datum: 
Ground Surface: 
Measuring, Pt: 
Top of Casing; 
Sample Type 
CT - Cuttings CC -Contingos Core 


‘SS - Split Spoon RX - Rock Core 
WA - Wash Sample ST -Shdby Taube 


Surface Conditions: Grass 


DESCRIPTION 


USCS 


Stratigraphy 


o |Depth (ft.) 
Lab 


N 


Y 


0'-4' CLAY, yellowish red, with cherty gravel, soft, moist, abundant 


organics at 3', musty odor (2' of recovery). 6.80 | 


4-5 1/2' CLAY, yellowish red, with cherty gravel, tight. dry, trace of 


648.3 Fe Yi4'-51/2' 
organic material, slight solvent odor. : 


Refusal at 5 1/2' 


GRANULAR BENTONITE {Completion 


Note: This borehole was prepared for hydrogeological and/or environmental assessment purposes and does not necessarily 
contain information suitable for a geotechnical assessment of the subsurface conditions. Borehole data requires interpretation 
by Dames & Moore personnel before use by others, 


Cliént: Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. PROBE ID GP-3 
Project Number: 27397-023-045 Monitoring Well Data: 
Project: TCE Investigation Former Hulett Lagoon Pipe: 
Location: Camdenton, Missouri Screen: 
Driller: GeoEnvironmental 
Miesche Francis 


Date Installed: October 11, 1996 ~~ pte 
Surface Conditions: Grass ple i <inaliiy fake 


DESCRIPTION 


o [Depth (ft.) 
OVM (ppm) 


0'-1" Top soil with organic material. 
1"-4' CLAY, yellowish red, with cherty gravel, lower 6" wet, 
black discoloration at 3.5' (organic material), light gray clay lens 
at 4' with slight spice odor (2' of recovery). 
4'-5' CLAY, yellowish red, with cherty gravel, some areas of discoloration 
slight musty odor. 
Refusal at 5' 


GRANULAR BENTONITE |Completion 


2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 


Note: This borehole was prepared for hydrogeological and/or environmental assessment purposes and does not necessarily 
contain information suitable for a geotechnical assessment of the subsurface conditions. Borehole data requires interpretation 
by Dames & Moore personnel before use by others. 


PROBE ID GP-4 
Monitoring Well Data: | Elevation: 
Pipe: Datum: 
Ground Surface: 
Measuring Pt: 
Top of Casing: 

Sample Type 

Date Installed: October 11, 1996 peice rid 
Surface Conditions: Grass 


L 
= | 


yj4-0° | CC 


Client; Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. 
Project Number: 27397-023-045 
Project: TCE Investigation Former Hulett Lagoon 
Location: Camdenton, Missouri 
GeoEnvironmental 


=> 
— 
s 
DESCRIPTION & 
g 
PA 


OVM (ppm) 
Interval 


Lab 


o |Depth (ft.) 


0'-1" Top soil with organic material. 
I"-4' CLAY, yellowish red, with cherty gravel, moist, soft, CL Y 
sand lens at 4' with abundant organic material (2' of recovery). 


= 
o 


4'-6' CLAY, yellowish red, with cherty gravel, moist, tight. 0.4 


"GRANULAR BENTONITE [Completion 


Refusal at 6' 


wo ona wf. WwW Ww 


- 
So 


| Note: This borehole was prepared for hydrogeological and/or environmental assessment purposes and does not necessarily 
contain information suitable for a geotechnical assessment of the subsurface conditions. Borehole data requires interpretation 
by Dames & Moore personnel before use by others. 


ATTACHMENT 3 


ANALYTICAL REPORT 


1089 E Collins Blvd. 


= Inchcape Testing Services Pacharon, TX 7508 


Tel 214-238-5591 


== Environmental Laboratories pate oanseoe 


ANALYTICAL REPORT 


DATE RECEIVED : 12-OCT-1996 REPORT NUMBER : D96-11513 
REPORT DATE : 22-OCT-1996 


SAMPLE SUBMITTED BY : Dames & Moore 
ADDRESS : 2135 East Sunshine, Suite #150 
: Springfield, MO 65804 
ATTENTION : Miesche Francis 
PROJECT : 27397-023 Modine Hulett Lagoon 


Included in this data package are the analytical results for the 
sample group which you have submitted to Inchcape Testing Services 
for analysis. These results are representative of the samples 

as received by the laboratory. 

The information contained herein has undergone extensive review and 
is deemed accurate and complete. Sample analysis and quality 
control were performed in accordance with all applicable protocols. 
Any deviations from these protocols or observations of interest are 
detailed in an accompanying Case Narrative. Please refrain from 
reproducing this report except in its entirety. 


If you have any questions regarding this report and its associated 
materials please call your Project Manager at (214) 238-5591. 


We appreciate the opportunity to serve you and look forward to 
providing continued service in the future. 


Martin Jeffus 
General Manager 
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DATE RECEIVED 


SAMPLE SUBMITTED BY 
ADDRESS 


ATTENTION 


SAMPLE MATRIX 
ID MARKS 
PROJECT 

DATE SAMPLED 
ANALYSIS METHOD 
ANALYZED BY 
ANALYZED ON 
DILUTION FACTOR 
METHOD FACTOR 
QC BATCH NO 


VOLATILE HALOCARBONS 


12-OCT-1996 


Bromofluorobenzene (SS) 


ht 


Environmental Laboratones 


D96-11513-1 
22-OCT-1996 


REPORT NUMBER 
REPORT DATE 


Dames & Moore 

2135 East Sunshine, Suite #150 
Springfield, MO 65804 

Miesche Francis 


Soil 

GP-1 4-6' 

27397-023 Modine Hulett Lagoon 
11-OCT-1996 

EPA 8010 /1 

JCH 

15-OCT-1996 

100 

10 

4-101496 


TEST REQUESTED DETECTION LIMIT RESULTS 
Chioroform 100 ug/Kg 200 ug/Kg 
Trichloroethene 100 ug/Kg 9170 ug/Kg 


SPIKE LEVEL SPIKE RECOVERED 
10.0 ug/KQ 114 % 


Inchcape Testing Services 


Inchcape Testing Services 


Environmental Laboratories 


i 


DATE RECEIVED : 12-OCT-1996 REPORT NUMBER : D96-11513-1 


SAMPLE SUBMITTED BY 
ADDRESS 


ATTENTION 
SAMPLE MATRIX 
ID MARKS 


PROJECT 
DATE SAMPLED 


MISCELLANEOUS ANALYSES 


REPORT DATE : 22-OCT-1996 


Dames & Moore 

2135 East Sunshine, Suite #150 
Springfield, MO 65804 

Miesche Francis 


Soil 

GP-1 4-6' 

27397-023 Modine Hulett Lagoon 
11-OCT-1996 


Analyzed using ASTM 02216 mod. on 17-OCT-1996 by SAB 
QC Batch No : 888064A 


Inchcape Testing Services 


Environmental Laboratories 


ih 


DATE RECEIVED : 12-OCT-1996 REPORT NUMBER : D96-11513-2 
REPORT DATE : 22-OCT-1996 


SAMPLE SUBMITTED BY : Dames & Moore 
ADDRESS : 2135 East Sunshine, Suite #150 
: Springfield, MO 65804 
ATTENTION : Miesche Francis 


SAMPLE MATRIX : Soil 
ID MARKS : GP-2 4-5.5' 
PROJECT : 27397-023 Modine Hulett Lagoon 
DATE SAMPLED : 11-OCT-1996 
ANALYSIS METHOD : EPA 8010 /1 
ANALYZED BY : JCH 
ANALYZED ON : 15-OCT-1996 
DILUTION FACTOR : 100 
METHOD FACTOR : 10 
QC BATCH NO : 4-101496 


VOLATILE HALOCARBONS 


DETECTION LIMIT RESULTS 


100 ug/Kg 1940 ug/Kg 
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DATE RECEIVED : 12-OCT-1996 REPORT NUMBER : D96-11513-3 
REPORT DATE : 22-OCT-1996 


SAMPLE SUBMITTED BY : Dames & Moore 
ADDRESS : 2135 East Sunshine, Suite #150 
: Springfield, MO 65804 
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PROJECT : 27397-023 Modine Hulett Lagoon 
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SAMPLE MATRIX : Soil 
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PROJECT : 27397-023 Modine Hulett Lagoon 
DATE SAMPLED : 11-OCT-1996 
ANALYSIS METHOD : EPA 8010 /1 
ANALYZED BY : JCH 
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DILUTION FACTOR : 5 
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QC BATCH NO : 4-101496 


VOLATILE HALOCARBONS 


DETECTION LIMIT RESULTS 
5.0 #9/Kg < 5.0 ug/Kg 


SPIKE LEVEL SPIKE RECOVERED 


10.0 ug/Kg 


Inchcape Testing Services 


Environmental Laboratories 


il 


DATE RECEIVED : 12-OCT-1996 REPORT NUMBER : D96-11513-4 


SAMPLE SUBMITTED BY 
ADDRESS 


ATTENTION 
SAMPLE MATRIX 
ID MARKS 


PROJECT 
DATE SAMPLED 


MISCELLANEOUS ANALYSES 


REPORT DATE : 22-OCT-1996 


Dames & Moore 

2135 East Sunshine, Suite #150 
Springfield, MO 65804 

Miesche Francis 


Soil 

GP-4 4-6' 

27397-023 Modine Hulett Lagoon 
11-OCT-1996 


Analyzed using ASTM D2216 mod. on 17-OCT-1996 by SAS 
QC Batch No : 888064A 


REPORT DATE : 22-OCT-1996 


SAMPLE SUBMITTED BY 
ATTENTION 
PROJECT 


it 


Dames & Moore 
Miesche Francis 
27397-023 Modine Hulett Lagoon 


Inchcape Testing Services 


Environmental Laboratories 


REPORT NUMBER : D96-11513 


LABORATORY QUALITY CONTROL REPORT 


meee [| 
ee 
Ce 
eae [| 
ee 
Penmwx [na 
reef | 
[sae | 
a ec 
_— 
_ 
— 
ine ae 
es 
ia 


forse [= 


NA Not applicable 


Sampler’s Name Sai pler's Signature 
. F . ; s A Y -, 
Miceche AWONCKS ASTetent LAr ARCA LE 


: ANALYSIS Lab use _ ay 
Company: Dames & Moo Te Company: REQUESTED Due Date: 
hi °). 
Contact: Mieeche Fra MOS Contact: en received (C*) 
P\F POF R 

Custody Seal 

jC) Intact N 
Screened 
‘ For Radioactivity 
C) 
Lab Sample ID (Lab Use Only) 


Inchca’ = Testing Services = Environmental Laboratories 1089 East Co’ 8ivd., #100 Richardson, TX 75081 (214) 238-5591 CHAIN OF CUSTC *ECORD 
Report to: Invoice to 
Address: ZIAGEGunshiner oF adress: 
Spring Feld, MOwss0 Qn Vy) At) 
Phone: - 2dal Phone: Uv Lf Do tL ; 
Fax: CUI DSS \ - PO/SO #: 
Proj, Project Name ae, OT Nos ype of Containers 
213-0 Modine Hulett Lagoon 
Cc 
hm [=[{[i[moroemen [LR 
p 
vil lv [GP-| 4- 
Shoe lv 


i 


| | | | feb 
Sail 
PT ET des 


Turn around time Priority 1 Standard) CO Pronty 2 or 50% — CiPronty 3or 100% |} | Prionty 4 ERS « * BTEX (602/8020), TPH (418 1 or 8015), VOLATILES (624/8240), IGNITABILITY. TOTAL LEAD (6010) 
der anoD> | \ofit| Wel \ a tp 
ed by: (8 natu) Recelved by: (Signature) 
Relinquished by (Signature) Date Time Received by (Signature) Clent's delivery of samples constitutes acceptance of Inchcape/ITS-Dallas terms 
and conditions contained in the Price Schedule 


' Matnx WW - Wastewater W-Water S-Soll SD-Solid L- Liquid A- Air Bag C - Charcoal tube SL - Sludge O-Ol Inchcape cannot accept verbal changes. 
? Container VOA - 40 ml vial A/G - Amber / Or Glass 1 Liter 250 ml - Glass wide mouth P/O - Plastic or other. Please Fax written changes to 
214-238-5592 


(\ 
¢ 
ae 


OFFICE USE ONLY 


FILE Former Hulett LagoonPA/Si Site Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
CamdenCounty Combined PA/SI 
‘Reference 43 


cS 
aie Pets 


STAT E OF MISSOURI Mel Gamthin Govermor ¢ Stephen Wo Virhtoodh Dice ten 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF GEOLOGY AND LAND SURVEY 
re . ~7 PO Box 250) 111 Fairgrounds Rd Rolla. MO 65402-0250 
(573) 368-2100 
SAY 


FAN (573) 368-2111 See Miss al 
MEMORANDUM 2 
Z 
4 
DATE: March 29, 1999 Of f 
tyre Cee 
TO: Valerie Wilder, Environmental Specialist Rees 14 94 
Superfund Section, HWP, DEQ aN 
aera 
FROM: Neil Elfrink, Geologist "4 - ° 


Environmental Geology Section, GSP, DGLS 

SUBJECT: Hydrogeologic Report for the Former Hulett Lagoon Site 

LOCATION: SW 1/4, SW 1/4, SW 1/4, Section 24, T.38N,R. 17 W., Camden County, 
Missouri; 38° 00' 42" North Latitude and 92° 45' 18" West Longitude. 


The hydrogeologic report for the Former Hulett Lagoon site is enclosed. Please contact 
me at (573) 368-2162 if you have any questions regarding this report, or if additional 
information is required. 


NE/Ih 


Attachments 


HYDROGEOLOGIC REPORT FOR THE FORMER HULETT LAGOON SITE 
CAMDENTON, MISSOURI, CAMDEN COUNTY 


GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS 
Site Location 


The Former Hulett Lagoon site is located on the Green Bay Terrace 7.5-minute 
quadrangle map (Figure 1), in the Southwest Quarter (SW 1/4) of the Southwest 
Quarter (SW 1/4) of the Southwest Quarter (SW 1/4) of Section 24, Township 38 North, 
Range 17 West. Coordinates for the center of the former lagoon are approximately 38° 
00' 42" north latitude and 92° 45' 18" west longitude. The Former Hulett Lagoon site is 
located on the east side of Dawson Road, north of Sunset Drive. The site is 
approximately % mile northeast of Modine Manufacturing Site (Modine). 


Physiographic Province 


The site is situated on the Salem Plateau region of the Ozark Plateau physiographic 
province (Missouri Water Atlas, 1986). The topography of the Salem Plateau is 
characterized by a rolling upland surface with rugged hills dissected by entrenched, 
narrow stream valleys (Gann, 1976). Karst features, such as springs, sinkholes, and 
losing streams, are characteristic of the Salem Plateau. 


GROUNDWATER PATHWAY 
Stratigraphic Units 


A stratigraphic column (Table 1) has been tabulated based upon the stratigraphy of 
nearby wells (Well Log File, 1999). 


The youngest bedrock formations beneath the site are expected to be Ordovician-age 
sediments assigned to the Canadian Series. The Roubidoux Formation consists of 
dolomite, sandy dolomite, and sandstone (Thompson, 1991). In the Camdenton area, 
soluble portions of the Roubidoux have generally been removed by dissolution. Nearby 
well logs indicate that the Roubidoux Formation may have been completely removed by 
erosion in the vicinity of the site. 


Underlying the Roubidoux Formation, the Gasconade Dolomite consists of cherty 
dolomite and is estimated to be approximately 300 feet thick in the vicinity of the site 
(Well Logs, 1999). A basal unit of the Gasconade Dolomite, known as the Gunter 
Sandstone Member, commonly separates the Ordovician- and Cambrian-age strata. 
The Gunter Sandstone is approximately 25 feet thick in the Camdenton area. 


Cambrian rocks in the Camdenton area were deposited in a complex depositional 
environment. Camdenton is located near the western margin of a Cambrian-age 
intrashelf sedimentary basin known as the Central Missouri Basin (Palmer and Hayes, 
1997). To the west lies the north-south trending Lebanon Arch, which consists of 
carbonate platform rocks, that in some areas, thin over Precambrian highlands (Gregg 
et. al., 1989). Dramatically different lithologies and abrupt facies changes are depicted 
in area well logs (Figure 2). In general, more shaly, basinal rocks to the east pinch-out 
against the Lebanon Arch. 


Because of the tectonic setting, Cambrian beds in the Camdenton area are difficult to 
categorize, and “layer-cake” stratigraphy should not be assumed. The following 
descriptions are simplified. The upper-most Cambrian unit in the area is the Eminence 
Dolomite, which consists of approximately 300 — 635 feet of dolomite with minor 
amounts of chert. The Eminence Dolomite is underlain by about 25 - 230 feet of Potosi 
Dolomite, which consists of dolomite, chert, and drusy quartz. Beneath the Potosi 
Dolomite, in descending order, are the Derby-Doerun Dolomite, the shaly Davis 
Formation, the Bonneterre Formation, and the Lamotte Sandstone. The entire 
Cambrian section is estimated to be over 1,150 feet thick. 


Cross-sections constructed using information from specific well logs (Well Log Files, 
1999) are presented in Figures 2 and 3. The cross-section locations are shown on - 
Figures 1 and 4. 


Aquifers 


The Ozark Aquifer, which includes all bedrock units above the Cambrian-age Derby- 
Doerun Dolomite, is the shallowest aquifer beneath site. The Ozark Aquifer is 
considered exposed at the surface at the Former Hulett Lagoon Site. The total 
thickness of the aquifer is approximately 950 feet. Each of the units which comprise the 
Ozark Aquifer have individual characteristics that control their water-bearing 
capabilities; however, in general, the Ozark Aquifer produces good-quality water, with 
production rates generally proportional to well depth. Extensive pumping of 
groundwater in the Camdenton area has created a downward vertical gradient, and the 
site is located in a groundwater recharge zone. 


Because detailed hydrogeologic studies have not been conducted at the site, 
groundwater flow directions within the bedrock can only be approximated. Prior to 
pumping of the aquifer, groundwater beneath the site probably flowed westward or 
northward to discharge areas in the Niangua River valley, (Imes, 1990, Sheet 3). 
Pumping rates at the Camdenton municipal wells are high enough to engulf the site 
within the cones of depression that surround the municipal wells. The radius of 
influence of nearby production wells should be determined. 


Groundwater flow in the saturated zone is controlled by gradient. Assertions that 
preferential pathways in the Ozark Aquifer substantially influence flow direction in the 
saturated zone (Dames and Moore, 1996; page 13) are incorrect. Water flows downhill; 
fractures or solution-enlarged channels cannot make water flow uphill. Monitoring well 
nests are needed to accurately determine the magnitude of the downward vertical 
gradient. The upper Gasconade Dolomite may inhibit the downward migration of 
contamination. However, fracturing and karst development may have resulted in a local 
increase in permeability within the otherwise relatively tight upper Gasconade Dolomite. 


The Gunter Sandstone is generally highly porous and permeable and is an important 
source of domestic groundwater supplies in the area. Because the Gunter Sandstone 
generally yields adequate domestic water supplies, few private wells in the area 
penetrate the underlying Cambrian Formations. However, municipal wells in the Lake 
of the Ozarks area are generally cased through the Gunter Sandstone, in order to avoid 
possible bacterial contamination. 


The Eminence and Potosi Dolomites are a major source of municipal drinking water 
throughout the Ozark area, including the City of Camdenton. The Eminence Dolomite 
is differentiated from the underlying Potosi Dolomite by the lack of druse. A druse is a 
rock cavity encrusted with finely crystalline quartz. The druse-rich Potosi Dolomite is 
the most permeable geologic unit within the Ozark Aquifer and generally has an 
extensive network of karstic channels. 


The shallowest reliable aquitard beneath the site is the St. Francois Confining Unit, 
approximately 1,200 feet below the surface. The St. Francois Confining Unit separates 
the Ozark Aquifer from the deeper St. Francois Aquifer. The St. Francois Aquifer 
includes the Cambrian-age Bonneterre Formation and Lamotte Sandstone. The St. 
Francois Aquifer is not used as a water source in Camden County. Water losses in the 
Lamotte Sandstone are common in some parts of the Ozark Region, although the 
phenomenon is poorly understood. Outside the Cambrian outcrop area, few water 
wells penetrate the Lamotte Sandstone, since yields may actually be reduced. 
Groundwater flow directions in the deeper St. Francois Aquifer are generally unknown 
and may be complicated. 


Baseline water-level and pumping rate data needs to be collected before informed 
decisions about groundwater movement in the Camdenton subsurface can be made. 
Static water levels should be measured at least monthly at any inactive wells. Detailed 
records of active wells should include volume of water pumped, length of pumping 
cycles, and drawdown measurements. The Mulberry City Well (which was shut down 
on January 26, 1999 because of TCE contamination) produced approximately three 
times the volume of the other two city wells, suggesting the aquifer is highly 
heterogeneous. The Mulberry Well probably intercepted more solution-enlarged 
cavities than the other city wells, although lithologic differences can also explain 
differences in well yield. Wide variations in aquifer parameters are common in 


carbonate areas. 


The three Camdenton city wells produced a total of 232,458,000 gallons in 1997. An 
estimate of the cone of depression produced by this pumping can be made by 
comparing Camdenton to the city of Rolla, which is located in a similar ridge-top 
geologic setting approximately 50 miles east of Camdenton (Vandike, 1992). In 1960, 
four Rolla city wells produced approximately 290,250,000 gallons of water from the 
Ozark Aquifer. The resulting cone of depression was over five miles wide (Vandike, 
1992). By 1960, pumping of the Ozark Aquifer in the Rolla area had dropped water 
levels up to 150 feet compared to the predevelopment potentiometric surface. The 
relatively deep depth to groundwater in the Camdenton area suggests a similar radius 
of effect can be expected. Any potential site-related contaminants reaching the water 
table are expected to move toward the nearest Camdenton City Well. Until recently, 
hydraulic control beneath the Former Hulett Lagoon and Modine sites has been 
maintained by pumping at the Mulberry Well. Now that the Mulberry Well has been shut 
off, TCE contamination is expected to move toward another city well. 


Wells at the Modine site are open to different depth intervals. Therefore, data from 
these wells cannot be used to create a potentiometric map. The fact that two of the 
four wells have gone dry in the past suggests that the vertical flow component is 
significant. Water levels in area wells tend to decrease with depth, supporting the 
statement that the vertical flow is downward. As previously mentioned, a downward 
gradient is to be expected in an active municipal well field, particularly if it is located on 
a ridge top. Static water levels measured during the construction of the newest 
Camdenton City Well (# 7) also verify the downward gradient (Krehbiel Engineering, 
Inc., 1998). The Hickory Street Well is 1,100 feet deep with 462 feet of casing. The 
static water level before pressure-grout sealing of the well casing was 222 feet below 
the ground surface. Static water level after sealing was 260 feet below ground surface, 
indicating a downward vertical gradient. A large upland area that might provide 
recharge to the Camdenton City Wells does not exist. Groundwater monitored by the 
monitoring wells is essentially moving downward to recharge the pumping wells. 
Conclusions about lateral flow directions cannot be made based on water levels from 
the existing monitoring well network. 


It has been suggested that contaminants reaching the saturated zone beneath 
Camdenton will follow “regional groundwater flow” and discharge at the Lake of the 
Ozarks (Dames & Moore, 1998; page 19). However, groundwater withdrawals 
averaging over 500,000 gallons per day will create a large cone of depression and 
obliterate “regional groundwater flow” in any Ozark ridge top setting. A 2-hour pump 
test of the new Hickory St. Well at 550 gom caused a 176-foot drawdown in water level 
(Krehbiel Engineering, Inc., 1998). There is no evidence to suggest that potential 
contaminants reaching the water table from either the Former Hulett Lagoon or the 
Modine site can somehow escape the Camdenton well field. 


Aquifer Discontinuities 


Minor folds and faults in the area cannot be considered aquifer discontinuities. 
However, it should be noted that the Cambrian-age formations that form the most 
productive portions of the Ozark Aquifer beneath the site are highly variable in lithology. 
The aquifer cannot be considered isotropic, nor does it possess radial symmetry. 
Aquifer parameters may be so variable as to render groundwater modeling useless. 


Wellhead Protection Area 


The Former Hulett Lagoon site is located in a Wellhead Protection Area according to 
section 1428 of the Safe Drinking Water Act. In Missouri, Wellhead Protection Areas 
are designated by the Missouri Wellhead Protection Program. The Former Hulett 
Lagoon Area site is located within a 1-mile radius of a wellhead in a carbonate aquifer 
system (Public Drinking Water Program, 1994, page 15). 


Revisions to the 1994 Missouri Wellhead Protection Program document are currently 
under review by EPA. However, the Former Hulett Lagoon site should remain in a 
designated Wellhead Protection Area under any new management program that may 
be approved. 


In addition to the Wellhead Protection Area discussed above, Camdenton is also 
subject to Well Construction Rules under the Water Well Drillers Act, section 256.600 to 
256.640 RSMo. Most of the Camdenton area is located in Area 1, as designated by the 
DGLS Wellhead Protection Section. Since September 1987, Area 1 bedrock wells 
have been required to have 80 feet of casing and penetrate at least 30 feet of bedrock. 
Wells within 4 mile of the Lake of the Ozarks are located in Sensitive Area B and 
subject to additional requirements (Missouri Well Construction Rules, 1996). 


Karst Features 


The Camdenton area is considered karst (Missouri Water Atlas, 1986). Significant 
karst features are present within a 4-mile radius of the site. A monitoring well drilled at 
the site encountered numerous fractures and small voids (Dames & Moore, 1998). 
Over 5,000 gallons of water was lost during the drilling of the monitoring well. 


Geologic Structures 
Geophysical logging of monitoring wells at the Modine site suggests that formations 


beneath the site are essentially flat-lying. Small faults and folds have been mapped 
within a 4-mile target radius. The axis of a northwest-trending syncline, called the 


Racetrack Hollow Syncline, has been mapped less than 2 miles south of the site 
(Brown, 1984). The Red Arrow Fault is located approximately 3 miles south of the site 
(Wedge, in preparation). The fault strikes northwest and, in general, the southwest side 
is downthrown approximately 100 feet. However, geology along the fault zone is 
complicated. LOGMAIN Well # 25162 (Figure 3) is located along the fault zone and 
indicates significant upward movement. Ha Ha Tonka Spring is located along the trace 
of The Red Arrow Fault. 


The poorly defined Proctor anticline runs across Camden County (McCracken, 1971). 
The anticline is evident on the regional cross-section (Figure 3). The Proctor anticline 
roughly corresponds with the Lebanon Arch, an area of shallow-water carbonate 
deposition during the Cambrian Period. The anticline is probably related to a 
rejuvenated Precambrian fault. The effects of the structural deformation on 
groundwater are poorly understood, but the faulting and folding has probably increased 
hydraulic conductivities in some areas. Groundwater may flow along conduits within 
the structures. 


Travel Time Factor 


Rock layers that underlie the site are karst. The resulting Travel Time Factor Value is 
35 (Federal Register, 1990). 


GROUNDWATER TARGETS 
Target Distance Limit 


Groundwater use within the 4-mile groundwater target distance limit is extensive. The 
City of Camdenton has provided water service since 1952, with groundwater as the sole 
source of water. Most businesses and residences near the Former Hulett Lagoon site 
utilize on city water. 


Wells 


Over 195 well locations within the groundwater target distance limit are recorded in the 
databases available at the Division of Geology and Land Survey. The LOGMAIN 
database contains information on older wells. The DGLS Well Wellhead Protection 
Section’s Water Well Information System (W.I.M.S) database contains information on 
wells drilled since 1987. Well site locations are presented on Figures 5 and 6, and the 
corresponding well data is tabulated in Table 2. Some locations may be estimated or 
based on section centroids. The vast majority of the wells on record are domestic 
supply wells. Some wells may no longer be active. Many active wells may not be 
recorded in DGLS databases. 


According to databases available at DGLS, one private well is located with % mile of the 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site. One community well is located with % mile of the Former 
Hulett Lagoon Site. A total of 4 wells are located between 0.5 and 1 mile of the site, 
including 2 community wells and 2 private wells. An additional 31 wells are located 
between 1 and 2 miles from the site, including 1 community well, 1 nontransient 
noncommunity well, 2 transient noncommunity wells and 27 private wells. 72 wells are 
located between 2 and 3 miles from the site, including 2 community wells, 1 
nontransient noncommunity well, 9 transient noncommunity wells and 60 private wells. 
96 wells are located between 3 and 4 miles of the site including 3 nontransient 
noncommunity well, 3 transient noncommunity wells and 90 private wells. 


Nearest Wells 


The nearest public drinking water supply well on record is The City of Camdenton Well 
#6 (Mulberry Well), located about 1/4 mile south of the Former Hulett Lagoon site. 

The well was closed in 1999 due to TCE contamination. The City of Camdenton has 
three other wells inside the 4-mile target distance limit. Total production from the three 
wells was 221,003,300 gallons in 1993. All of these wells draw water from the Ozark 
Aquifer. 


The nearest possible private drinking water well on record is located approximately 1/4 
mile east of the Former Hulett Lagoon site (Figure 5). The well was drilled in 1990 and 
its current status is unknown. 


SURFACE WATER PATHWAY 
Hydrologic Setting 


The Former Hulett Lagoon site is situated near the headwaters of a small unnamed 
stream which drains southwest to the Niangua Arm of the Lake of the Ozarks. The site 
of the former lagoon has been leveled, while the surrounding terrain exhibits moderate 
natural relief (5% to 9% slopes). East of the site lies the City of Camdenton. West of 
the site, the landscape is more rugged, and forests extend down to the Lake of the 
Ozarks. The natural landforms and drainage patterns at the site have been obscured 
by lagoon construction and, later, by soil removal actions. Land use patterns for the 
surrounding upland areas near the Former Hulett Lagoon site include residential 
properties with some light-industrial and commercial use. 


Rainfall Data 


The average annual precipitation in the area of the Former Hulett Lagoon site is slightly 
more than 37 inches. Average annual run-off is around 10 inches, and 


evapotranspiration amounts to about 28 inches per year; therefore, little precipitation is 
available for infiltration (Vandike, 1995). The 2-year, 24-hour rainfall for the area is 
about 3.5 inches (Rainfall Frequency Atlas, undated). 


Surface Water Migration Path 


Below the Former Hulett Lagoon Site, the receiving stream is fairly steep and the 
bedload consists mostly of cobbles and gravels. Any metals or solvents that may have 
reached the stream are unlikely to be detected in the sediments. Groundwater 
contamination is the main concern at the Former Hulett Lagoon Site. 


In 1992 James Vandike, a DGLS geologist with the Water Resources Program, 
examined area streams as part of the Modine investigation (Vandike, March 18, 1992). 
The Former Hulett Lagoon site is located on the valley floor of an intermittent stream 
referred to by Van Dike as the “northeast branch” of an unnamed tributary to Jarvis 
Hollow (Figure 1). The “southeast branch” of the tributary drains the Madine site. The 
northeast and southeast branches join near the western corporate boundary of the City 
of Camdenton, approximately 0.6 miles downstream of the Former Hulett Lagoon Site. 
The lagoon was constructed near the headwaters of the northeast branch, just west of 
the ridge top where most of Camdenton is located. Water runs onto the site from the 
upper section of the northeast branch. This channel has been diverted around the 
northern edge of the former lagoon; thus, only the southern slope of the valley provides 
surface runoff to the site. The assigned Hazard Ranking System (HRS) Drainage Area 
Value is 1 (Federal Register, 1990). 


Run-off from the site enters the northeast branch and flows toward the west for % mile. 
Runoff then flows southwest approximately 1.6 miles and enters Jarvis Hollow in the NE 
Y%, NE %, SE1/4 of Section 34, Township 38 North, Range 17 West. According to the 
7.5 minute Hahatonka topographic map, the 0.15-mile-long stream segment below this 
confluence appears to be perennial. Thus, the confluence of the unnamed tributary and 
the stream in Jarvis Hollow is considered the probable point of entry (PPE) to surface 
water. If the short stream segment is not perennially flowing, the PPE would then be 
located at the mouth of Jarvis hollow, where the stream enters the Lake of the Ozarks. 
Runoff from the Former Hulett Lagoon reaches the Lake of the Ozarks approximately 
1.97 miles downstream of the site. Figure 1 illustrates drainage patterns and overland 
flow directions in the vicinity of the site. 


The 1983 Green Bay Terrace 7.5-minute topographic map does not distinguish 
perennial from intermittent streams. All streams are shown as solid blue lines. 
However, the 1959 Green Bay Terrace map depicts the unnamed tributary that drains 
the site as intermittent. 


Vandike noted that the unnamed tributary lost flow in some locations, especially when 
encountering the Gunter Sandstone. However, Vandike anticipated that any flow lost in 


8 


the streambed would stay in the valley. He noted that very little rainfall was necessary 
to generate surface flow throughout the reach of the stream. The receiving stream for 
the Former Hulett Lagoon Site has not been officially classified by DGLS, but based on 
available reports, the stream should be considered losing. The Gasconade Dolomite 
that forms much of the stream bed is not particularly karst. Many nearby streams have 
been classified as losing (Losing Stream File, 1999). 


The 15-mile downstream limit (Figure 4) ends near Shepard Cove on the Osage River 
Arm of the Lake of the Ozarks, approximately 29.5 miles above Bagnell Dam. This 
point is located on the Camdenton, MO 7.5-minute quadrangle; SE %, Section 24, T. 39 
N., R. 17 W. The Osage River flows in a north-easterly direction, toward the Missouri 
River. 


SURFACE WATER TARGETS 
Drinking Water Intakes 


No known direct intake of stream water is located within 15 downstream miles of the 
PPE (Hahatonka, Green Bay Terrace, and Camdenton Quadrangles; DuCharme and 
Miller, 1996; and Inventory of Missouri Public Water Systems, 1997). The 15-mile 
surface water target distance limit is shown on Figure 4. 


SOIL / AIR PATHWAY 


Contaminated soils at the Former Hulett Lagoon were trucked off to the Camdenton 
Sludge Disposal Area in 1988. Potential downstream or downwind receptors are not 
likely to be affected by the Former Hulett Lagoon Site itself. 


The native soil in the vicinity of the Former Hulett Lagoon site was the Clarksville-Gepp 
very cherty silt loam (Wolf, 1994). The Clarksville-Gepp soils are deep, well-drained 
soils typical of sloping uplands. Permeability is moderate. The content of organic 
material is moderately low. The shrink-swell potential is moderate. Grass at the site 
limits wind erosion. 


The HRS Soil Group Designation from Table 4-4 is B (Federal Register, 1990). 
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Table 1. Stratigraphic Column for Former Hulett Lagoon, Camden County (after Harvey et. al.,1983) 


Oe ts oe | Ss isarine 2s Cee te ‘ | ; : i 
icky ane ee Sigh aes nx el bles an ‘cob jes sy 


J 
May contain small amounts of 
se ante 
Ordovician Ozark Aquifer 0? Roubidoux Formation Clayey residuum, sandstone and Not present in sufficient 
sandy dolomite thickness in the Camdenton area 
to produce usable quantities of 
water. 
Gasconade Dolomite 300-385 Cherty dolomite, minor sandstone, Yields moderate to large 
and shale quantities of water to wells. 
Yields range from 20 to 75 gpm. 
Less-permeable Upper 
Gasconade may act as a leaky 


confining unit. 
Gunter Sandstone Sandstone Contributes moderate to large 
Member quantities of water. Most wells 


open to other formations. _ 


‘ Yields 6-100 gpm, the average 
» 
Eminence Dolomite = a I 240-600? Cherty dolomite being about 20 gpm 
RA ; Yields large quantities of water to 
150? Potosi Dolomite |e | naan | Dolomite: contains abundant quartz | welis. ‘Yields range from 100 to 


750 gpm. 
Cambrian t Francois |  _180___| Derby-Doerun Dolomite 807-215 
Confining Unit 


[0 [Davis Formation [107 |“ so-seor|_ Staley dolomies and shale Rata city, 
| te0_|“Bonnetere Formation [107 | €5.200 | __ Dolomite and imestone | _ Generally used only n outcrop 


[fase Lt eee eo eee 
100-200 gpm to wells open to 
other formations. 
Precambrian Basement Does not yield water to wells in 


s 
St. Francois 


Aquifer 


able 2: Former Hulett Lagoon (PA/S1), Camden County, Missouri 


Wells located 0 to 0.25 Miles from the Former Hulett Lagoon 


Sourco WelD Depth CSG @1 Q2 Q3 SEC TWN RNG Hev SWI Date Use Owner Aquifer PWSSIDEXT D# GPM 
0 to 0.25 Miles 

WIMS 0054495A 407 105 SE SW 24 38N 17W_ 0 0 10/17/90 Pnvate Well PRICE Ozark 0 
0.25 to 0.5 Miles 

POWP 40376 900 400 SW NE NW 25 38N 17W 95 1986 Community CITY OF CAMDENTON 46 - Mulberry Ozark 3010130103 600 
0.5 to 1 Mile 

LOGMAIN 27877 1060 400 NE NW NE 25 38N 17W 1010 315 1974 Community CITY OF CAMDENTON #4 - Blair Ozark 3010130102 300 
WIMS 0019268A 1100 463 SE SE SE 24 38N 17W 1024 260 11/16/98 Community CITY OF CAMDENTON #7 - Hickory Ozark 550 
WIMS 0068392A 400 220 NE SW SE 23 38N 17W 230 220 11/13/91 Private Well Ozark 30 
WIMS 0084612A 420 100 SW SE 23 38N 17W 0 210 4/27/92 Private Well HULETT Ozark 30 
1 to 2 Miles 

LOGMAIN 20180 1020 450 SE SE NE 25 38N 17W 1036 254 1961 Community CITY OF CAMDENTON #3 - Rodeo Ozark 3010130101 325 
LOGMAIN 26540 600 403 NW SE SW 14 38N 17W 1006 165 1969 Nontransient PROF NURSING HOME OF AM. Ozark 140 
LOGMAIN 28665 725 235 22 38N 17W 0 1987 Transient MO.DEPT.CONSERVATION #2 Ozark 

PDWP 41987 0O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Transient Lake Dentai Clinic Ozark 3238244101 _0 
WIMS 0002076A 251 127 SE 04 30N 19W 0 90 8/14/87 Private Well GALLAGHER, SR Ozark °--33 
WIMS 0004240A 0 0 30 38N 16W 0 0 10/20/87 Private Welt DIAL Ozark 0 
WIMS 0005180A 282 84 NE NW 22 38N 17W 0 120 Private Well STINER Ozark 20 
WIMS 0005184A 175 170 SW SE 22 38N 17W 0 15 9/25/87 Private Well RAKEY Ozark 40 
WIMS 0006144A 0 0 NE NE 27 38N 17W 0 0 5/16/88 Private Well SULHAM Ozark 0 
WIMS 0014191A 725 235 NW NE 22 38N 17W 1045 370 8/17/87 Pnvate Well CONSERVATION Ozark 35 
WIMS 0015210A 695 440 SE SE 14 38N 17W 0 — 180 12/21/88 Private Well WATKINS Ozark 80 
WIMS 0016656A 467 166 NW NE 22 38N 17W 0 280 7/6/89 Private Well WEBB Ozark 20 
WIMS 0034711A 260 105 NW SE 27 38N 17W 689 20 6/7/90 Private Well BOYCE Ozark 25 
WIMS 0034716A 240 105 NW SE 27 38N 17W 669 8 5/29/90 Private Well FIFIELD Ozark 0 
WIMS 0046879A 233 140 SW NW 22 38N 17W 689 40 5/20/91 Private Well DICKEMANN Ozark 40 
WIMS 0046891A 498 122 SW NE 22 38N 17W 0 325 11/7/93 Private Well MARR Ozark 18 
WIMS 0052628A 210 120 SE SW 22 38N 17W 0 35 5/1/92 Private Well SPICER Ozark 30 
WIMS 0052656A 210 100 NW NE 34 38N 17W 0 35 8/15/92 Private Well SALLS Ozark 20 
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Wells located 1to2Miles from the Former Hulett Lagoon 

Sourca Well Depth CSG Qi Q2 Q8 SEC TWN RNG Bev SWL Date Usa Owner Aquifer PWSSWEXT D# GPM 
WIMS 0054516A 407 168 NE NW 13 38N 17W 0 — 220 10/25/90 Private Well Ozark 40 
WIMS 0059221A 215 106 27 38N 17W 690 22 12/6/90 Pnvate Well MONTGOMERY Ozark 25 
WIMS 0062723A 380 102 NE SW 27 38N 17W 0 265 3/13/91 Private Well MCKEVER Ozark 30 
WIMS O0066010A 260 121 SW 27 38N 17W 0 12 5/19/92 Private Well BAILEY Ozark 30 
WIMS 0091425A 200 140 NE SE NW 27 38N 17W 698 18 8/26/93 Private Well BRIGGS Ozark 20 
WIMS 0096827A 178 14 SW NE SW 27 38N 17W 0 23 12/16/93 Pnvate Well Ozark 15 
WIMS 0096841A 340 220 NW NE NW 27 38N 17W 787 125 2/18/94 Private Well BARE Ozark 40 
WIMS 0120553A 520 250 NW SW NE 22 38N 17W 0 350 9/14/94 Private Well LEDBETTER Ozark 25 
WIMS 0120852A 235 174 NW SE 22 38N 17W 0 80 6/27/94 Private Well HOLLINGSWORTH Ozark 25 
WIMS 0120868A 293 110 NE SE SW 22 38N 17W 0 140 11/24/94 Private Well ZEY Ozark 25 
WIMS 0173794A 220 143 27 38N 17W 0 30 10/31/92 Pnvate Well STONER Ozark 35 
WIMS 0186114A 320 142 NW SE 27 38N i17W 0 20 9/25/97 Private Well NEWILL Ozark 65 
WIMS 0190879A 230 160 NW SE 27 38N 17W_ 0 20 5/22/97 Private Well WOMACK Ozark 0 
2 to 3 Miles 

LOGMAIN 006568 70 41 NW SE SE 16 38N 17W 671 1940 Private Well SCOTT,LC #1 Ozark 50 
LOGMAIN 014093 570 250 SE SE NW 15 38N 17W 990 195 1955 Private Well SCOTT, L.C. #2 Ozark 55 
LOGMAIN 25162 550 250 SE NW SE 33 38N 17W 764 78 1967 _ Transient LAKE VALLEY COUNTRY CLUB Ozark 93 
LOGMAIN 26629 505 350 S2 N2 NW 32 38N 16W 1021 250 1970 Nontransient VIRGIL EADES TRAILER CT Ozark 3048141101 100 
LOGMAIN 28620 860 528 17 38N 16W 0 90 1983 Community CITY OF LINN CREEK Ozark 3010471102 225 
LOGMAIN 5698 296 170 SE NW NW 17 38N 16W 696 15 1939 Community CITY OF LINN CREEK Ozark 40 
PDWP 41487 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Transient Cedar Green Resort Ozark 3010130103 0 
PDWP 41580 350 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 63 1978 Transient Adam's Ale Resort Inc Ozark 3191518101 0 
PDWP 41581 140 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 1973 Transient Rippling Waters Resort Ozark 3191747101 25 
PDWP 41615 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1984 Transient Lake Valley Condos Ozark 3210248101 0 
PDWP 42571 300 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 QO 1985 Transient Lake Valley Condos Ozark 3258251101 0 
PDWP 42572 340 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1986 Transient Lake Valley Condos Ozark 3238026102 0 
PDWP 42573 340 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1987 Transient Lake Valley Condos Ozark 3238026103 0 
PDWP 42611 150 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 1982 Transient Rippling Waters Resort Ozark 3238026104 25 
WIMS 0000624A 138 82 28 38N 17W 0 50 6/15/87 Private Well RESORT Ozark 25 
WIMS 0001841A 380 305 32 38N 16W 0 225 7/30/87 Private Well BOND Ozark 30 
WIMS 0002012A 260 84 28 38N 17W 0 90 8/25/87 Private Well ULIUS Ozark 20 
WIMS 0002249A 420 147 31 38N 16W 0 215 8/25/87 Private Well MOSIER Ozark 30 
WIMS 0004060A 400 105 SW NE 31 38N 16W 0 200 10/5/87 Private Well DAUGHERTY, SR. Ozark 30 
WIMS 0005182A 198 84 NE NW 03 37N 17W 685 38 Private Well SUTTON Ozark 20 
WIMS 0005246A 195 105 SW NE 28 38N 17W 0 30 4/21/88 Private Well BRANY Ozark 30 
WIMS 0005557A 300 126 17 38N 16W 0 200 4/22/88 Private Well ENTERPRISES Ozark 25 
WIMS 0005948A 217 88 SW NE 28 38N 17W 0 0 Private Well Ozark 30 
WIMS 0005951A 340 105 SW NE 34 38N 17W 0 145 11/21/87 Private Well SALLS Ozark 30 
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Wells located 


WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
WIMS 
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0005999A 
0006000A 
0007295A 
0007296A 
0007306A 
0007320A 
0011103A 
0011741A 
0012040A 
0012651A 
0014203A 
0015206A 
0015367A 
0026787A 
0033740A 
0043289A 
0044602A 
0044623A 
0044635A 
0047228A 
0052590A 
0052595A 
0052626A 
0054310A 
0054311A 
0054493A 
0058354A 
0062718A 
0062770A 
0064171A 
0064821A 
0068405A 
0077405A 
0077412A 
0077420A 
0077771A 
0088177A 
0091365A 
0120260A 


178 
218 
380 


105 
147 
126 


2to3Miles from the Former Hulett Lagoon 
Wei Depth CS& (i @2 Q3 SEC TWN RNG Bev SWL ate Usa 
NW NW 03 37N 17W 0 25 7/25/87 Private Well 
NW NW 03 37N 17W 0 60 Private Well 
SE SE 17 38N 16W 0 270 7/27/88 Private Well 
SW NE 17 38N 16W 0 250 5/22/88 Private Well 
SE NE 33 38N 17W 0 __ 65 6/23/88 Private Well 
SW NE 12 38N 17W 0 20 8/5/88 Private Well 
SE NE NW 03 37N 17W 0 _ 12 6/24/88 Private Well 
SW NE 28 38N 17W 0 90 8/25/87 Private Well 
NE SE 01 37N 17W 0 200 9/1/88 Private Well 
NE NE 21 38N 17W 680 20 3/16/89 Private Well 
16 38N 17W 0 210 8/18/87 Private Well 
NE SW 32 38N 16W 0 140 6/15/89 Private Well 
SW NE 28 38N 17W 0 0 2/15/89 Private Well 
NE NE 28 38N 17W 0 60 11/14/89 Private Well 
NW NW 03 37N 17W 670 10 7/25/89 Private Well 
NE NW 34 38N 17W 0 0 Private Well 
SW NW 32 38N 16W 0 205 6/18/89 Private Well 
NE NE 21 38N 17W 690 43 10/27/89 Private Weil 
NW NW 03 37N 17W 670 62 11/24/89 Private Well 
NE SW 21 38N 17W 0 45 8/16/90 Private Well 
SW SW SW 21 38N 17W 0 60 11/11/90 Pnvate Well 
NE NW SW 34 38N 17W 680 10 12/13/90 Private Well 
SW SE SW 34 38N 17W 710 65 9/3/93 Private Well 
NW SW 34 38N 17W 660 35 11/20/90 Pnvate Well 
NW SW 34 38N 17W 720 30 10/19/90 Private Well 
SE SW 12 38N 17W 0 35 10/10/90 Private Well 
SE NW 32 38N 16W 0 205 11/30/90 Private Well 
NW SE 20 38N 16W 0 12 3/9/91 Private Well 
NE NW SW 27 38N 17W 689 22 7/19/91 Private Well 
NW SE 10 38N 17W 0 30 6/25/91 Private Well 
SW SE SW 34 38N 17W 730 78 11/3/94 Private Well 
SW NW NE 03 37N 17W 680 15 10/14/91 Pnvate Well 
NE NE NE 15 38N 17W 940 240 2/15/93 Private Well 
NE SW 10 38N 17W 0 150 12/10/92 Private Well 
SE NE 20 38N 16W 0 195 11/1/92 Private Well 
NW SW SE 34 38N 17W 660 23 9/17/92 Pnvate Well 
NE SW 28 38N 17W 0 90 5/13/92 Private Well 
NW NW SW 27 38N 17W 689 42 5/22/93 Private Well 
21 38N 17W 0 15 Private Well 
3/29/99 


Owner 


WEBB 
HANKS 
WILLIAMS 
KOWAL 
LAKE VALLEY 
WILBURN 
LUKOSIUS 
ULIUS 
JONES 
STAUCH 
THOMPSON 
HICK 
MORRIS 
HEAD 
SUTTON 
LAMPERT 
NEELEY 
STAUCH 
PERSELS 
MCADAMS 
COLLINS 
FOSTER 
DICKMAN 
ROWE 
BALMER 
THOMASON 
SIMMONS 
BARCLAY 
STOVER 
OCAMPO 
LUTHER 
REAM 
BENBOW 
ROBINSON 
SHMIDT 
LOMBARDO 
CYROS 
SWANSON 
JACKSON 


Aqater PWSSIDEXT D# 


Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
Ozark 
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Wells located 2to3Miles from the Former Hulett Lagoon 
Source Well Depth CSE Q1 Q2 Q3 SEC TWN RNG Gov SWI Date Use Owner Aquifer PWSSIDEXT DH GPM 
WIMS 0120860A 352 80 NE SW NW 32 38N 16W 0 170 9/15/94 Private Well BURNS Ozark 20 
WIMS 0120864A 375 100 SE NW SE 17 38N 16W 0 270 10/2/94 Private Well SHRAUGEN Ozark 20 
WIMS 0120872A 393 100 SW NE 17 38N 16W 0 260 11/9/94 Private Well BOOKE Ozark 25 
WIMS 0120872A 393 100 SW NE 17 38N 16W 0 260 11/9/94 Private Well BOOKE Ozark 25 
WIMS 0138061A 310 80 SW NE 17 38N 16W 0 170 4/10/96 Pnvate Well WITTE Ozark 20 
WIMS 01580444 340 102 SE SW 34 38N 17W 0 140 8/22/96 Private Well GOLDSTEN Ozark 20 
WIMS 0169782A 300 97 10 38N 17W 0O 175 5/28/97 Private Well EBERT Ozark 30 
WIMS 0182558A 340 100 NW NW 03 37N 17W O 120 6/30/97 Private Welt WILSMAN Ozark 15 
3 to 4 Miles 
LOGMAIN 013462 275 66 NE NE SE 07 37N 16W 1065 225 1955 Private Well CHANDLER, MOCK Ozark 5 
LOGMAIN 015981 365 0 SE NE SW 16 38N 16W 979 1956 Private Well PARKINSON, JOHN Ozark 30 
LOGMAIN 018777 140 28 C SW NW 09 38N 16W 790 20 1959 Private Well BOND, GUY O. Ozark 20 
LOGMAIN 27342 540 400 NW SW NE 17 38N 16W 800 150 1973 Nontransient ST. MORITZ Ozark 75 
LOGMAIN 27691 925 430 SE NW NE 02 38N 17W 886 230 1974 Nontransient CAMELOT ESTATES Ozark 
LOGMAIN 28162 800 470 C NW SW 05 38N 16W 900 Nontransient CAPE OF THE WOODS Ozark 
PDWP 41567 300 150 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 1984 Transient Clearwater Resort Ozark 3190757101 30 
PDWP 41610 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Transient 54 & A Truck Stop & Restaurant Ozark 3191748101 0 
PDWP 41619 0 0 0 0 0 0 90 0 0 0 0 Transient Windwood Condos Ozark 3238026101 0 
WIMS 0000178A 200 84 01 38N 17W 0O 82 4/15/87 Private Well GROHE Ozark 15 
WIMS 0000428A 300 84 01 38N 17W 0 166 4/30/87 Private Well SHUMATO Ozark 15 
WIMS 0001307A 138 103 03 37N 17W O 15 6/4/87 Private Well TALLEY Ozark 20 
WIMS 0002013A 300 84 16 38N 16W 0 0 8/31/87 Private Well HENSON Ozark 20 
WIMS 0002293A 196 103 29 38N 17W 0 30 7/23/87 Pnvate Well KEARNS Ozark 30 
WIMS 0002386A 238 84 16 38N 16W 0 30 9/18/87 Private Well CONSTRUCTION Ozark 30 
WIMS 0002387A 238 ¢) 16 38N 16W 0 0 9/18/87 Private Well CONSTRUCTION Ozark 0 
WIMS 0004178A 363 105 NE SW 03 38N 17W 0 100 Private Well CLARK Ozark 0 
WIMS 0005142A 360 105 09 38N 17W 0 160 2/12/88 Private Well COLEMAN Ozark 35 
WIMS 0005995A 176 105 SW NE 06 38N 16W 0 15 8/10/87 Private Well DONOHO Ozark 30 
WIMS 0006398A 0 0 21 38N 16W 0 0 5/9/88 Private Well BAHNMILLER Ozark 0 
WIMS 0006809A 360 0 NE SW 29 38N 17W 0 140 2/15/88 Private Well COLEMAN Ozark 0 
WIMS OO006866A 0 0 16 38N 16W 0 0 6/3/88 Private Well EBLING Ozark 0 
WIMS 0008263A 220 105 06 38N 16W 0 30 4/8/88 Private Well LONG Ozark 10 
WIMS 0008591A 322 106 09 37N 17W O 25 9/3/88 Private Well COLLINS Ozark 40 
WIMS 0008592A 385 84 29 38N 17W 0 180 9/10/88 Private Well DAILEY Ozark 30 
WIMS 0008719A 400 181 NW SE 28 38N 16W 0 155 8/25/88 Private Well TRUITT Ozark 30 
WIMS 0008724A 477 87 SW SW 33 38N 17W 0 260 8/28/88 Private Well COY Ozark 22 
WIMS 0009625A 240 110 SE SE 20 38N 17W 0 30 10/18/88 Private Well WARD Ozark 18 
WIMS OO009676A 180 126 SW NE 03 38N 17W 0 30 8/9/88 Private Well DERRINGER Ozark 40 
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Wells located 3to4Miles from the Former Hulett Lagoon 


tS — SO EEE? 
Source Wel Depth C&G Oi Q2 Qo SEC TWN RNG Bev SW. Date Use Owner Aquifer PWSSDEXT D# GPM 
WIMS 0011489A 400 106 SE NW 28 38N 16W 0 160 10/16/88 Private Well RAYBURN Ozark 25 
WIMS 0011697A 375 80 NE SE 20 38N 17W 0 0 7/26/88 Pnvate Well SHARP Ozark 18 
WIMS 0012606A 219 84 03 38N 17W 0O 0 5/1/88 Pnvate Well HASTINGS Ozark 40 
WIMS 0015212A 651 405 SW SW 33 38N 16W 0 170 5/16/89 Private Well Ozark 90 
WIMS 0015364A 200 92 NE NE 07 38N 16W 0 10 3/18/89 Private Well Ozark 40 
WIMS 0015368A 210 87 NW NE 04 37N 17W O 30 2/1/89 Pnvate Well MORRIS Ozark 12 
WIMS 0019739A 480 202 NE NE 01 38N 17W O-— 140 12/9/96 Private Well FRETHOLM Ozark 50 
WIMS 0026793A 198 190 SE NW 04 37N 17W 720 0 1/23/90 Private Well COLLINS Ozark 60 
WIMS 0035888A 333 121 NE SW 28 38N 16W 0 -— 210 6/25/91 Private Well ROYALS Ozark 20 
WIMS 0035889A 332 80 SE NW 16 38N 17W 0 180 5/10/94 Private Well STIDHAM Ozark 18 
WIMS 0035905A 297 86 SW NE 16 38N 16W 0 115 2/20/90 Pnvate Well EVANS Ozark 100 
WIMS 0035914A 353 128 NE SW 16 38N 16W 0 180 12/9/89 Private Well MABREY Ozark 50 
WIMS 0043866A 400 103 SE NW 16 38N 17W 0 207 5/8/90 Private Well LUX Ozark 20 
WIMS 0046869A 353 106 NE SW 33 38N 17W 0 — 245 12/26/90 Private Well MORRIS Ozark 15 
WIMS 0046884A 190 80 NE NW 16 38N 16W 0 45 7/8/93 Private Well EVELAND Ozark 12 
WIMS 0046895A 377 119 NE NE 05 37N 16W 0 205 10/1/93 Private Well GEORGE Ozark 25 
WIMS 0052598A 312 100 NW SW 21 38N 16W 0 155 9/13/92 Private Well BARTLETT Ozark 25 
WIMS 0052601A 210 140 NW SE 20 38N 17W 0 40 5/2/93 Private Well MCGRATH Ozark 50 
WiMS 0052623A 248 84 NE NE 17 38N 16W 0 35 7/15/92 Private Well JACKSON Ozark 30 
WIMS 0052632A 210 120 SE SW SE 20 38N 17W 665 45 7/1/92 Private Well WERNER Ozark 30 
WIMS 0052650A 291 80 NW SW 33 38N 17W 0 140 8/18/92 Pnvate Well RODGERS Ozark 25 
WIMS 0054161A 340 106 NW SW 21 38N 16W 0 166 7/23/90 Private Well STRINE Ozark 22 
WIMS 0054164A 355 170 SW SW NE 16 38N 17W 905 207 8/3/90 Private Well SHERRELL Ozark 30 
WIMS 0057058A 210 100 SE NW 33 38N 17W 0 55 2/22/94 Private Well BULLOCK Ozark 30 
WIMS 0062753A 200 100 06 38N 16W 0 50 6/3/91 Private Well ALSBACH Ozark 20 
WIMS 0062774A 360 144 NW NW 21 38N 16W 0 205 7/30/91 Private Well WEST Ozark - 30 
WIMS 0066002A 260 182 NE NE 04 37N 17W 0 90 3/31/92 Private Well ICENOGLE Ozark 25 
WIMS 00683994 200 100 NW NW NW 28 38N 17W 669 18 10/21/91 Private Well Ozark 20 
WIMS 0068406A 220 120 SE SW NE 20 38N 17W 679 18 10/1/91 Private Well WHITE Ozark 8 
WIMS 0077419A 360 80 SE NW 21 38N 16W 0 -— 210 12/16/92 Private Well WEBB Ozark 40 
WIMS 0091289A 250 103 NW NE 04 37N 17W O 23 12/1/93 Private Well GRECO Ozark 20 
WIMS 0091290A 170 103 NW NE 04 37N 17W 0 0 12/2/93 Private Well FRUEH Ozark 30 
WIMS 0091373A 480 105 SW SE NW 16 38N 17W 0 290 7/14/93 Private Well ROBBINS Ozark 20 
WIMS 0096836A 240 160 SW NW NW 03 37N 17W 680 50 3/26/94 Private Well OVERBY Ozark 30 
WIMS 0100968A 460 167 NE NW NE 08 37N 16W_ 0 196 3/18/94 Private Well ADAMS Ozark 15 
WIMS 0108332A 280 100 SW SW SE 03 37N 17W 0 102 12/30/94 Private Well MIELKE Ozark 20 
WIMS 0108341A 260 160 SW SW NW 21 38N 17W 722 30 2/13/95 Pnvate Well FEUSER Ozark 18 
WIMS 0120261A 320 82 SE 29 38N 17W 0 160 5/11/94 Private Well TURRICK Ozark 25 
WIMS 0120853A 273 84 SW SW NE 03 38N 17W 0 127 7/29/94 Private Well ROOFENER Ozark 35 
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Private Well 


Owner 


WERNER 
STAMPER 
LOCK 
HARGROVE 
SAMULSON 
STAMPER 
WILLIAMS 
LAKE WOOD CONS 
DEVIS 
LATHROP 
OSTER 
KIMMBLE 


NOBLE 
BELL 
ROTHOVE 
BARE 
WRIGHT 
WILLIAMS 


Aquifer PWSSDEXT D# GPM 
Ozark 20 
Ozark 25 
Ozark 25 
Ozark 35 
Ozark 25 
Ozark 20 
Ozark 25 
Ozark 40 
Ozark 50 
Ozark 40 
Ozark 25 
Ozark 32 
Ozark 24 
Ozark 20 
Ozark 30 
Ozark 50 
Ozark 15 
Ozark 30 
Ozark 30 
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Former Hulett Lagoon PA/SI, Camdenton Missouri 


Figure 2: Cross-Section (see figure 1 for well locations) 
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Former Hulett Lagoon PA/SI, Camdenton Missouri 
Figure 3 (see figure 4 for well locations) 
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6 wells 


“Temporary DGLS well number. The correct well number ts requested. 


Well Number 
Extended PWS # 
Local Well Name 
DGLS Well # 


Longitude 

USGS 7.5 Quadrangle 
County 

DNR Region 

Date Drilled (year) 
Material (C/U) 
Yielding Strata 

Total Depth (feet) 
Ground Elevation (ft) 
Top Seal 

Bottom Seal 

Casing Depth (feet) 
Casing Size (inches) 
Casing Type 

Elev. of Casing Top (ft) 
Outer Casing Depth (ft) 
Outer Casing Size (in) 
Screen Length (feet) 
Screen Size (inches) 
Static Water Level (ft) 
Well Yield (gpm) 
Head (feet) 

Draw Down (feet) 
Pump Test Date (year) 
Pump Type 

Pump Manufacturer 
Pump Depth (feet) 
Pump Capacity (gpm) 
Pump Meter (Y/N) 
Standby Power (Y/N) 
VOC Detections (Y/N) 
Nitrate Detection (Y/N) 
Chlorination (Y/N) 
Filtration (Y/N) 
GWUDISW (Y/N) 
State Approved (Y/N) 
Surface Drainage 

Date Abandoned (year) 
Date Plugged (year) 
Location Method 
Method Accuracy (feet) 


Wl 
3010130101 
City Hall 
46039" 

City 
Abandoned 
38 023.78 N 
92 44 39.29 W 
Camdenton 
Camden 
Jefferson City 
1935 
Consolidated 
Potosi 

794.0 

1031.0 

Yes 

Yes 

80.0 

12.0 

Steel 


95.0 
100 


Vertical Turbine 


Worthington 


100 


Satisfactory 
1989 


Map Interpolation 


1300 


W2 
3010130102 
City Hall 
46040" 

City 
Abandoned 
38 023.69N 
92 44 39.41 W 
Camdenton 
Camden 
Jefferson City 
1940 
Consolidated 
Potosi 

800.0 

1031.0 


75.0 
6.0 
Steel 


95.0 


Vertical Turbine 


Fairbanks Morse 


100 
Y 


Satisfactory 
1989 


Map Interpolation 


1300 


W3 
3010130103 
Rodeo Grounds 
20180 

City 

Active 

38 0 10.49 N 
92 44 18.82 W 
Camdenton 
Camden 
Jefferson City 
1961 
Consolidated 
Potosi Dolomite 


Steel 


254.0 

380 

50.0 

375.0 

1984 

Vertical Turbine 
Layne 


The information below represents the data currently 
associated with the water supply layers. The 


welV/intake number corresponds to the welV/intake 
aumbers depicted on the accompanying map 
Blanks indicate missing data. This table is subject 
to change as additional information is acquired 
Source: Missouri Department of Natural Resources, 
Public Drinking Water Program. 

Production Date: November 05, 1998 


w4 
3010130104 
Blair Hgts. 
27877 

City 

Active 

38 0 5.85N 

92 45 36.61 W 
Green Bay Terrace 
Camden 
Jefferson City 
1974 
Consolidated 
Potosi Dolomite 
1060.0 


100.0 

395.0 

1990 

Vertical Turbine 
Aurora 

450 


Satisfactory 


W5 
3010130105 
Kansas 
28356 

City 

Inactive 

38 038.87 N 
92 44 22.34 W 
Camdenton 
Camden 
Jefferson City 
1980 
Consolidated 


1100.0 


Pressure Grout 
Pressure Grout 
435.0 

10.0 

Steel 


20.0 
16.0 


Map Interpolation 
100 


Camdenton 
3010130 
6 wells 


Well Number 
Extended PWS # 
Local Well Name 
DGLS Well # 


Longitude 

USGS 7.5 Quadrangle 
County 

DNR Region 

Date Drilled (year) 
Material (C/U) 
Yielding Strata 

Total Depth (feet) 
Ground Elevation (ft) 
Top Seal 

Bottom Seal 

Casing Depth (feet) 
Casing Size (inches) 
Casing Type 

Elev. of Casing Top (ft) 
Outer Casing Depth (ft) 
Outer Casing Size (in) 
Screen Length (feet) 
Screen Size (inches) 
Static Water Level (ft) 
Well Yield (gpm) 
Head (feet) 

Draw Down (feet) 
Pump Test Date (year) 
Pump Type 

Pump Manufacturer 
Pump Depth (feet) 
Pump Capacity (gpm) 
Pump Meter (Y/N) 
Standby Power (Y/N) 
VOC Detections (Y/N) 
Nitrate Detection (Y/N) 
Chlorination (Y/N) 
Filtration (Y/N) 
GWUDISW (Y/N) 
State Approved (Y/N) 
Surface Drainage 

Date Abandoned (year) 
Date Plugged (year) 
Location Method 
Method Accuracy (feet) 


“Temporary DGLS well number. The correct well number ts requested. 


W6 W7 
3010130106 

Mulberry Lane Huckory 
40376" 
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Active 

38 029.63N 

92 45 17.85 W 
Green Bay Terrace 
Camden 

Jefferson City 
1986 111¢ 
Consolidated 
Potosi Dolomite 
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Pressure Grout pressure grout 
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Steel stec\ 


48.0 
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The information below represents the data currently 
associated with the water supply layers. The 
well/intake number corresponds to the well/intake 
numbers depicted on the accompanying map 
Blanks indicate mussing data. This table 1s subyect 
to change as additional information is acquired 
Source: Missoun Department of Natural Resources, 
Public Drinking Water Program 

Production Date November 05,1998 2-2 


Camdenton 
3010130 


Chemical Site # 
Site ID # 
Latitude 
Longitude 

Name 

Address 

City 

ZIP Code 
Location Method 
Method Accuracy (feet) 
Chemical, Db 


Camdenton 
3010130 


I dealership 


Dealership # 

Site ID # 
Latitude 
Longitude 

Name 

Address 

City 

ZIP Code 
Database # 
Location Method 
Method Accuracy (feet) 
Active 


2 chemical sites - 


Cl ‘ C2 

30035 ~ 30036 

38 032.69N 38 041.53N 

92 45 24.18 W 92 45 16.23 W 
Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. Hulett Lagoon 
Camdenton Camdenton 

Map Interpolation Map Interpolation 
40 40 
CuelgerBySSSTCES POH SE op 
Matuple Metals, Db 999 Muldple VOCS, Db 999 


Multiple VOCs, Db 999 


bo 


D1 

20187 

38 019.8N 

92 44 30.2 W 

Camdenton Farm & Garden 
Hwy 5S , 

Camdenton 

65020 

48 


The information below represents the data Currently 
associated with the water supply layers. The 
chemical site number corresponds to the 

chemical site numbers depicted on the accompanying 
map. Blanks indicate missing data. This table is 
subject to change as additional information is acquired. 
Source Missouri Department of Natural Resources, 
Public Drinking Water Program. 
Production Date: November 05, 1998 


The information below represents the data currently 
assoctated with the water supply layers The 
dealership number corresponds to the “ 
dealership numbers depicted on the accompanying 
map. Blanks indicate missing data. This table ts 
subject to change as additional information ts acquired 
Source Missouri Department of Natural Resources, 
Public Dnaking Water Program 

Production Date November 05, 1998 
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CITY WATER SYSTEMS 


PCT PcT 


OPER POP SERV PCT PCT por PpuR 


COMMUNITY WATER SYSTEM 


NAME BEGAN LVL OWN SERV CON SUR GRD sur GRD 
CALIFORNIA 1992 3,400 1,711 0 100 0 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO3010124 MONITEAU 
CALLAO 1960 332 179 0 0 100 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO2010125 MACON 
CAMDENTON 1931 3,010 1,260 0 100 0 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO3010130 CAMDEN 
CAMERON 1919 8,300 1,900 100 0 0 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO1010131 CLINTON 
CAMPBELL 1911 2,350 1,216 0 100 0 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO4010132 DUNKLIN 
CANTON 1937 2,623 860 0 100 0 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO2010134 LEWIS 
CAPE GIRARDEAU 1931 39,500 13,236 76 24 0 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO4010136 CAPE GIRARDEAU 
CARDWELL 1951 792 398 0 100 0 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO4010137 DUNKLIN 
CARL JUNCTION 1910 3,875 1,550 0 100 0 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO5010138 JASPER 
CARROLLTON 1941 4,406 2,117 0 100 0 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO2010140 CARROLL 
CARTERVILLE 1910 1,972 754 0 100 0 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
Mo5010141 JASPER 
CARTHAGE 1909 10,747 4,700 0 100 0 0 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MOS010142 JASPER 


a 


SUPPLY AVG DLY 

CAPACITY CONSUMP 

M.G.D. M.G.D. 
2.8000 1.1100 
0.0432 0.0240 
1.2000 0.5000 
3.1680 1.1500 
1.1520 0.3260 
0.7200 0.2091 
4.7400 3.6000 
0.4320 0.1210 
1.8640 0.3500 
2.4000 0.6750 
0.0000 0.1260 
4.0000 2.8000 


FINISHED 
WATER 
STORAGE 


0. 


2250 


-0500 


-4250 


- 9600 


3500 


- 3630 


-2550 


.0750 


. 3000 


- 8400 


0000 


3900 


COMMUNITY WATER 
NAME 


LEWISTOWN 
ID NUMBER 
MO2010463 


LEXINGTON 
ID NUMBER 
MO1010464 


LIBERAL 
ID NUMBER 
MO5010465 


LIBERTY 
ID NUMBER 
MO1010466 


LICKING 
ID NUMBER 
MO4010467 


LILBOURN 
ID NUMBER 
MO4010468 


LINCOLN 
ID NUMBER 
MO3010469 


LINN 
ID NUMBER 
MO3010470 


LINN CREEK 
ID NUMBER 
MO3010471 


LINNEUS 
ID NUMBER 
MO2010472 


LOCKWOOD 
ID NUMBER 
MO5010475 


LOUISBURG 
ID NUMBER 
MO5011068 


SYSTEM 


COUNTY LOCATION 
LEWIS 


COUNTY LOCATION 
LAFAYETTE 


COUNTY LOCATION 
BARTON 


COUNTY LOCATION 
CLAY 


COUNTY LOCATION 
TEXAS 


COUNTY LOCATION 
NEW MADRID 


COUNTY LOCATION 
BENTON 


COUNTY LOCATION 
OSAGE 


COUNTY LOCATION 
CAMDEN 


COUNTY LOCATION 
LINN 


COUNTY LOCATION 
DADE 


COUNTY LOCATION 
DALLAS 


1884 


1937 


1962 


1988 


1946 


1950 


1937 


1939 


1957 


1928 


1991 


CITY WATER SYSTEMS 


OPER 
LVL OWN 
C 4 
B 2 
D 4 
A 4 
E 4 
D 4 
D 4 
E 4 
E 4 
Cc 4 
D 4 
D 4 


POP 
SERV 


502 


5,200 


867 


28,000 


1,328 


1,500 


860 


1,220 


260 


529 


1,450 


157 


“33% 


SERV 
CON 


294 


2,278 


347 


7,800 


630 


600 


450 


605 


80 


222 


63 


PcTr 
SUR 


100 


100 


100 


PcT Pcr 
PCT puR PUR 
GRD suR GRD 


0 0 0 


100 0 0 


100 0 0 


100 0 0 


100 0 0 


100 0 0 


100 0 0 


100 0 0 


100 0 0 


100 0 0 


SUPPLY AVG DLY 

CAPACITY CONSUMP 

M.G.D. M.G.D. 
0.1580 0.0502 
1.2000 0.4640 
0.6980 0.0700 
9.0000 2.8500 
0.5330 0.1676 
0.6690 0.1685 
0.5400 0.0900 
0.9300 0.1250 
0.0700 0.0350 
0.2160 0.0440 
1.0800 0.1900 
0.4240 0.0150 


FINISHED 
WATER 
STORAGE 


0.0711 


0.2500 


0.0550 


5.0000 


0.2500 


0.1000 


0.0500 


0.3000 


0.0300 


0.0640 


0.3500 


0.0100 


SUBDIVISION, MOBILE HOME PARK, INSTITUTION, 


MISCELLANEOUS WATER SYSTEMS 


COMMUNITY WATER SYSTEM 
NAME 


SOUTHERN HILLS ESTATES SUBD 


ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO5036259 NEWTON 
SOUTHERN HILLS WATER CO 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO3036065 PETTIS 
SOUTHFORK MHP 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO1048442 CASS 
SOUTHGATE SUBDIVISION 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO3036179 PETTIS 


SOUTHSIDE MHP LLC 


ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO3048015 BOONE 
SOUTHWAY TERRACE MHP 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO3048141 CAMDEN 
SOUTHWOOD ACRES SUBD 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO3036066 PFTTIS 
SPARTA MHP 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO5048154 CHRISTIAN 
SPOKANE HIGHLANDS 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO5031093 CHRISTIAN 
SPRING CREEK 2ND ADD 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO5030391 TANEY 
SPRING CREEK ADDITION MHP 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO5048221 TANEY 


1986 


1991 


1992 


1987 


1970 


1967 


1971 


1994 


1992 


1983 


Bo 


190 


800 


200 


80 


85 


VD: 


75 


25 


35 


62 


-120- 


SERV PCT 
CON SUR 
16 0 

52 0 
480 0 
63 0 

35 0 

35 0 

20 0 

30 0 

1 0 

15 0 

25 0 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


PCT PCT 
PCT puR PUR 
GRD suR GRD 


0 


100 


0 


SUPPLY 


CAPACITY 


M.G.D. 


0.1970 


0.0700 


0.0000 


0.0600 


0.1250 


0.0000 


0.0450 


0.0432 


0.0000 


0.0000 


0.0000 


AVG DLY 
CONSUMP 
M.G.D. 


0.0044 


0.0160 


0.0000 


0.0200 


0.0080 


0.0070 


0.0070 


0.0050 


0.0000 


0.0000 


0.0030 


FINISHED 
WATER 
STORAGE 


0.0005 


0.0020 


0.0000 


0.0080 


0.0002 


0.0020 


0.0640 


0.0004 


0.0000 


0.0004 


0.0006 


SUBDIVISION, MOBILE HOME PARK, INSTITUTION, 


COMMUNITY WATER SYSTEM 
NAME 


WHITSON SCENIC VIEW MHP 


ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO3048132 PHELPS 
WILD OAKS WATER COMPANY 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO4036310 WAYNE 
WILDEN HEIGHTS SUBD 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO5036192 GREENE 
WILDERNESS CLUB INC 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO5031102 TANEY 
WINDSOR BAY 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO5036168 BARRY 
WINDSOR ESTATES NURSING HOME 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO3069006 CAMDEN 
WINDWOOD ESTATES SUBD 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO40311396 CAPE GIRARDEAU 
WINEGARS TEAL BEND SUBD 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO3036121 BENTON 


WINTERHAVEN MOBILE HOME ESTATE 


ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO5048077 NEWTON 
WOOD RIDGE ESTATES 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO5036071 STONE 
WOODCREST MHP 
ID NUMBER COUNTY LOCATION 
MO3048127 PHELPS 


1976 


1992 


1995 


1989 


1969 


1997 


1950 


1990 


1989 


1968 


42 


52 


100 


35 


70 


45 


400 


120 


80 


292 


-131- 


SERV PCT 
CON SUR 
45 0 

14 0 

21 0 
70 0 
137 0) 

1 0 

16 0 
140 2) 
48 0 

32 0 
146 ) 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


MISCELLANEOUS WATER SYSTEMS 


PCT PcT 
PCT puR PUR 
GRD soR GRD 


0 


0 


SUPPLY 
CAPACITY 
M.G.D. 


0.0200 


0.0000 


0.0580 


0.1296 


0.1080 


0.0000 


0.0000 


0.1700 


0.0000 


0.0900 


AVG DLY 
CONSUMP 
M.G.D. 


0.0100 


0.0080 


0.0040 


0.0000 


0.0010 


0.0090 


0.0000 


0,0150 


0.0080 


0.0040 


0.0290 


FINISHED 
WATER 
STORAGE 


0,0005 


0.0001 


0.0010 


0.0300 


0.0110 


0.0012 


0.0000 


0.0140 


0.0002 


0.0200 


0.0050 


Missouri Public Drinking Water 


Surface Water Systems 


* Drinking Water Intakes 
/\/ Rivers 


Gi Lakes 


, a lr fag th. pe [__] County Boundaries 
St. ie mero BRA CKE — ; “Shad ha 

F ane 7 *¢: : 3 : ap 

1a . 5 2 PT PoTae ERT dh'Wholesale Water Commission 
Ne : | : 

~ e r ran © 

ee ll siubas 


Kansas Cits 


Hnion Electric - Souix Plant 


Ouis Co. Water Co. - North 
St. Louis City - Chain of Rocks 


fouis City - Howard Bend 


: 34 Sta Co. Water Co. - South 
Jt. Louis Co. Water Co. - Meramec 


Uni 


Union Electric - Rush Island Plant 


oT 
a 


-INNA= 


BFrFrFESBESEES EE BESSA SAS | 
} oe oe 


-200B- 


Former Hulett Lagoon Site 
Combined PA/SI 
Reference 48 


arryv Nrwssvrnd VL 


Population and Housing 


Summary Population and 
Housing Characteristics 
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TABLE FINDING GUIDE 


subjects by Type of Geographic Area and Table Number 


Subjects covered in this report are shown on the left side, and types of geographic areas are shown at the top. For a description of area classilica- 
ons, see appendix A. For definitions and explanations of subject characteristics, see appendix B) 


County subdivision 


subject By county| — Alphabeti- Alphabeti- 
and county cally for cally for 
The State County| subdivision the State| By county! the State’ 


OPULATION CHARACTERISTICS 

ge . = 7 2 2 
amilies and family characteristics 6 5 6 
FOUP QUarters ;. 1... eens w ev sues 6 5 6 
ispanic origin —e. ye 4 2 4 
auseholds and household charactenstics 6 5 6 
»pulation density 16 15 16 
ace 4 3 “4 
ax 4 3 4 
OUSING CHARACTERISTICS 

ontract rent F 11,12 11,12 12 im) 12 
spanic origin of householder 13,14 13,14 14 13 14 
eals included in rent 11,12 11,12 12 11 12 
4SONS per Occupied Unit 9,10,11,12 9,10,11,12 911 10,12 9,11 10,12 
‘sons per room 7,8 78 B 8 
ace of householder 13,14 13,14 14 13 14 
OMS 7,8,9,10,11,12 7,8,9.10,11,12 8,10,12 7.9.11 8,10,12 
nure 9,10,11,42 9,10,11,12 10,12 9,11} 10,12 
Wis in Structure 7,8,9,10,11,12| 7,8,9,10,11,12 8,10,12 79,11] 8,10,12 
icancy characteristics 7.8 7.8 8 7 8 
\lue 910 10 9 10 
ME AER Ssh ca i sabh cnc sadadsebatouds 15,16 16 | 15 | 16 


Not applicable 


American 
Indian 
and 
Alaska 
Native 
area 


17 
18 


18 


County subdivisions within the State are shown alphabetically with places only in the reports for the following 12 States: Connecticut, Maine 


issachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota. New Hampshire, New Jersey. New York Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Wisconsin 


BLE FINDING GUIDE 


\ 


‘table 6. Household, Family, and Group Quarters Characteristics: 1990 


[For defirinons of terms and mearungs of symbols. see tect] 


ee 
Sie es er 


County F Householder Inving clone 
lecte Femole 
Place and [In Sele pe 65 yeors ond over Other pe 
States] County Morned: holder no tnavitus sams in 
Subdivision Persons m All house: couple = husband Wonolized QW 
households holds Tota! foray present Total Femole | Nousehold Formily Totol persons Auartens 
w=. | 4971 676 1 961 206] 1 368 334 1 104.723 «208 175 | 592.672] 510 684] 221 516 177 304 254 308] 145 397 80 B54 64 54a 
21 270 9 060 5 45st 676 3 682 2 740 1 122 908 235 2% 3 298 454, 2 Bey 
la 340 5 4279 4 185 3673 367 ) 244 1420 6lé 489 264 306 292 263 ” 
domde isc een 6 960 294! 2033 1 762 928 830 48) 380 235 287 497 473 Va 
es ar 73 007 9 205 6 667 $ 670 782 2 538 2380 ) Jaa 1 053 250 Jo! 590 $27 41 
Kathe ial wich apes 27 20) 10 858 8B O46 6 987 759 2812 7 554 1 420 1 102 25! 295 346 33) § 
Vt 140 4 524 3 188 2 770 319 1 336 1 253 768 594 246 30! ‘72 110 te 
ins ae pphoaes tandh 44 733 5 918 4303 37710 437 1 6Is 1 503 903 724 249 298 292 243 49 
Sue wap ng aaagelaenin 13 65) 5 744 47212 3727 359 1 $52 1 423 826 407 237 280 208 9 or) 
10 457 3 946 3 057 2 662 283 la 500 265 307 162 106 46 
Sita pad pea hesnsanien i> moonstone 101 696 41 937 25 573 20 402 3 965 16 36a i $3) 2770 2? 248 242 301 10 683 1 a5 948 
seb ace at onwebe tase 80 449 32 456 22: 319 17 669 3717 10 167 8B 990 4 500 3 446 248 304 2 434 1 498 Mme 
Esnsotatdabniad 38 003 15 334 10 970 6 659 1730 4 3 922 2 027 ' 248 298 742 597 Ing 
$546 Bae ek 6 187 3 222 2 369 2 083 217 653 779 $03 409 254 304 193 193 
30 364 41 552 8 639 7 302 1016 2913 2 524 ) 184 925 263 308 2 445 1 298 b hsv 
27 190 ‘i 305 8 595 7 685 648 2 709 231 1 041 778 24) 276 5 253 Su 
58 261 23 390 16 158 43 550 2 077 72322 $ 933 2 $11 2 05! 249 302 3372 792 ? Séc 
10 570 4332 3016 2 580 322 136 1 234 609 442 244 300 178 76 ? 
Carter County 5 456 2 128 1 $20 1 266 187 608 S64 ug 229 2 56 310 59 59 
Coss County 62 988 22 892 7 839 1§ alt | 879 5 053 4379 2 057 1 722 275 315 820 634 1p 
Cedar County Wt 633 5 003 3 525 3 080 349 1 478 137) 873 68! 20 284 240 260 
Chariton County _ 9 O55 6 2397 2775 214 | G64 | aoe 639 a7} 247 302 447 \4e 
(Cranston County 32 280 1 937 9 510 8 26s 954 2 427 2? 125 966 792 270 307 364 4 
7 450 2? 859 2 108 1813 197 7s! 70) 6 30s 26! 30 97 ar 
150 449 5B 915 42 458 % 673 5 276 16 457 13 829 4353 3 57? 255 304 2 962 1 647 ~! 
14 253 6112 4639 4029 1 473 1 325 728 589 2 66 311 2 333 * 
$8 032 22 976 15 887 3331 2 031 7 089 6 286 2377 1 995 253 311 5 $a7 5 108 ay 
13 56) $ 359 3-903 3 340 ai7 1 456 { 338 787 634 253 302 | 274 1 080 Wa 
12 90) 7 299 5 455 4722 538 1 ase 1 677 938 73! 259 305 272 257 Pl 
7235 2 976 2 098 1 B46 18? 878 824 Sis 200 243 296 714 aN 3 
12 $07 4 899 3 648 3 158 355 ' 2s! 1 158 703 53) 255 302 WW i 2 
7 765 i oso 721 1 974 72 827 776 $20 470 255 308 100 100 
7 78) 3 Osa 2 246 2 000 176 808 763 498 402 255 305 2 186 2 178 
13 a9 $ 327 3 938 339s 335 1 3a 1 270 787 630 253 300 20] 157 $e 
‘) 7a! 4 587 3 773 291 1 178 1 089 6t4 arg 2% 363 V5 10? ‘4 
+ 2 32 $22 13 126 2 292 1445 1 $le 3 834 3 366 2 102 1 72 248 io! 552 3 
Franaivy County ..--...-.----.- cesar S 79 78 28 856 22 246 18 982 ? 420 6 410 > 783 2793 2227 278 370 gl7 yal : 
Gasconode County... 2. ..22.2..2.4.2-2 13735 5 543 3959 3 46) 342 1 584 | 430 851 656 248 297 271 26] 5) 
Gentry County . ae a eee 6 618 2 756 ' 1 4382 172 647 808 556 456 240 2% ? 213 ” 
Greene Cauly a. oo s nt. see ee nal ae ban 197 756 6! 443 54575 45 015 ? 502 26 938 21 435 & 686 7 256 243 295 io 193 1 274 5 are 
Grundy County 222. ....2...------. —— 10 277 4 356 2? 994 7? 4s 311 1 352 1 264 799 65: 24 292 259 289 ! 
Hersek Soares 5 ar a ete & 281 3 574 2 460 2 173 207 1 its 1 c60 676 $35 22 288 188 188 
Panty. Couittty Sa ang ame ee mreeeress 19 700 § 189 5 459 4837 6+2 300 2 1 400 tte 241 294 344 i" 
beckory County Wits ere 7 224 3 183 2? 349 2123 'és sis 7716 485 40 227 24? yt i 
Molt GOUNIV ss neiagpey Es mngs seas ase 5 906 2 420 1 689 1 503 126 75) 702 ale 365 242 299 128 128 
Howard Covnly 22.2.2 22 ese eee ae 8 B98 3 571 27 518 7 tls 303 1 053 960 398 469 247 3703 73 79 Whe 
Howell County _ Pe OR Se eal 30 876 12 283 9 027 7 683 10% 3 256 3 002 \ 707 1370 25) 298 $71 517 30] 
fhoe County . 00s. scenes sssccceucsen — 10 308 3 995 2 970 2 520 347 1 025 937 554 423 758 304 4iB 353 63 
backson County -..<-<.-s--<-2-c--s-<.2 621 967 252 582 164 341 121.736 33 300 88 221 7a 760 26 937 21 66! 246 308 1) 265 7 434 16) 
Hosper County’. = ¢.- 022 sees ea -ncesecne 88 285 3 N35 24 890 20 428 3 549 1 2ss 9 904 4 BBS 3 97) 744 298 ? 180 aaa | 
lefferson County ...--.-..-.-- 2-2. = 149 796 99 «199 47 211 3 743 $ 432 988 9 859 2 433 ? 757 787 373 | 584 1 399 ¢ 
fohnaon County .. ee ee 37 913 ta $7 10 213 8 873 oor 4 366 3153 1 189 978 14 708 4 60) 337 a4 
ROA CUO awry wards aeUs Seis wes 4 3 1 B19 1273 pin iF 5346 $i 324 y4? 240 294 16 ” \s 
Weal Conary cs «sateen pep ened ened 26 450 10 420 7 7489 & 652 §3) 7 47t 2 271 (324 ! Gas 256 30) 08 a : 
RCE yalte Counile os cies jo-oenredscaect 30 167 WW 732 8 570 read 91 3 162 7 907 Ar 1 386 257 307 938 yal 
Lawrence County ..... 9-..- ee 29 670 VI 723 § 437 7255 928 327 2 750 1733 ) 383 253 303 566 595 
hemes COMM: <p e oe in geesccetesse sak 9 320 3745 2 655 2? 282 2b 1 090 989 $78 46! 247 302 907 253 & 
WengOln COUNTY 2 ns oa oe ans ase nes ee 28 $39 10 316 7913 6 85! 138 2 402 2 137 1 045 aly | 277 321 353 285 *? 
SAAD EON aa n.6 acini te emieetein 1} Sas 5 7 3 837 3 Jes 73 ' Ber 1 745 yun 892 | 237 797 34) 379 
Chi COD ieee ae pone eee 13 798 3 635 3910 3345 sy 1735 rais Qaa 749 | 244 30! TH4 Ma 
Nebanald County es exes ls 68! 6 386 2 78¢ 4058 304 1 602 | 434 740 603 76% 305 257 $4 
Mocan Coutty.... ‘- oe=ranecges 15 O17 & 160 4376 347 <0$ 1 784 1 663 1 029 638 244 276 328 26 
Maden COUNTY 0 es odode eweca Hoseces 10 964 4 3as 3 205 2 683 398 1134 1 Oat 623 486 2457 299 16! lot 
MOPS LOUNY on veneer eta scetes encased ? 817 3 028 2:27) 1 989 207 757 Pall 39) 246 740 3108 WF ”v 
Maron County. 2259 4s, aes ~iedot 24 826 19 728 7 4l2 6137 'on 336 3 042 1 47s 1 347 250 308 854 Sat ‘1 
Mercer Couty . Jb habcte cues 3435 | 577 , 079 972 4s 498 470 yo 245 | 232 288 68 or 
Midier County. Kaine bing ap amgings 29 450 7977 5 720 2a 48! ? 237 199 1 003 775 | 256 iar 244 aoa 
Meswmwoore County sein Sew WhY-eer 42 218 5 ail 3 968 7903 Bo? ' 433 1 336 78) 633 243 31) 724 aia 
Moniteay County _ Per wendpenet 935 1i 8% 4 $62 3325 2 avs de 1253 1149 70? 575 | 759 313 427 4)) 
Monroe Coynty ‘ néufo 6 vo 3 71 2 466 7 175 2 1 O05 915 38 4! 256 31¢ 204 vay 
Morigymacy Couerty < (eee 1) os? 442) Vile ? 404 io ' 227 1133 my S42 | ? 53 2% 108 198 
| ' 
Msrgan County : Vase 43 23? 6 69 4629 4077 iv’ | 540 a 630 $23 | yaa 24) ta? v7 
Aen Mond Comity. ‘ ae 22 6M 7 795 § 724 4439 | O04 2 049 1 397 1 04? 95% 2 $5 315 304 NO 
Newt Couity 2 <2. nee — weenie 43 145 fo 8&6 42 678 19 982 26° 4 208 37% (oy 1 $40} 79 304 100 all 
Nyddwey, Counly .... - 04 ne nnwnnnewyes 12 905 7 620 4996 4330 a) 2? 625 2 06S ' 025 ate | 748 305 2 804 292 de 
Oregon Cawnty . a 8 359 3 63! 2 820 7 406 285 1 oO}! 71 580 440 24) 787 Wh 1068 
Quege County .. een \) 848 + 29? 3 tal 2 800 253 | cal 950 543 els] 278 33) 170 179 
eet Canty py'swe ane 6 Ue Sng deen ge ace 8 495 3 486 2 46 2319 2'0 870 7? cay 330 24a 7 56 107 88 
Parnscol COUN os es esq acwrene en oewet 2) 549 6 210 $ 757 + 0865 (atl ? 453 2 248 | 340 | O83 24? 32) 1? v7 
Petey County... cee pecence oat petines 16 296 ett 4537 3 Fis 227 ! 574 1379 es? 662 76? 317 357 Ma hs 
Petra Counny . — veo 38 077 44 0546 9 9s? 85 ) 246 4 iv 2 636 1 ts 1 $38 20 300 340 i) nA 
Prelps County 2.2... - Read 32 4671 43277 9 125 7 705 1 106 4 152 3-359 1 427 t 158 244 298 7 575 an 4A 
Pike County... . +r ee 15 429 6 083 4 380 3 679 ut | 703 1 565 907 9 2497 310 0 05 ' 
iar Cony wey meena aia a ere ceanees $7 117 22 142 16 077 13 694 ' 7%e 6 065 $063 { 198 923 2%8 306 750 $0) ! 
POR G8 ty a ey gy ante's cg use-e endoban 20 455 8 O3! 5 899 5 139 $23 2132 1337 1 059 cr) 255 3% tay ast 4 
POs LOVTY we 5 me 4= 00d a= <b=n presses 13 Tha 12397 9 882 8 45! 0 2 513 2 235 905 709 2H 321 4 093 Fs ” 
Putnam County .. gadis nt ee avacds 4992 2 146 1 a? 12% WW 698 657 436 330 231 287 85 i) x 
RAI, COUN... nam ese bea éseebas semen en 8 392 3 226 2 474 29 1% 152 492 413 295 240 363 84 “ ws 
Randolph County JStaReusasacrcs 22 «387 @ 943 6 235 3 282 798 2 708 2 409 1 360 1 104 250 305 1 989 (a3 ry 
ROY COUP p05 3 nas ou cannes dome 21 747 8 020 6 215 $ 205 $97 1 895 1 620 90? wy 271 lu 224 224 
Reynolds County . wa eer 6 $54 2 $42 1 950 tary my $22 §34 04 74 758 207 103 a? 
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‘ie 6. Household, Family, and Group Quarters Characteristics: 1990—Con. 


‘or delmtions Gf terms and meanings of symbols. see text] 


eee 
State 
County [sa a oe 
Place and [In Selected SER 
States] County 
i Persons mn 
Subdivision ies | tons Femate | Household. Foray 
PLACE AND COUNTY SUBDIVISION — 
Con 
Bel-Nor village S! Lous County .- 2 644 1 092 735 526 176 357 378 129 Viz 742 304 
Bel Ridge village, St Lous County 3 185 1 176 607 4s4 29 36? 313 81 58 271 328 
Belton city, Cass County .. 17 881 6393 4 873 4 003 697 1 $20 1 280 400 338 760 323 
Benton city Scor County ....--- 2 575 239 169 151 3 70 67 aa 38 74) 295 
Benton City town Audion County . “ 139 av 42 ” ' 7 6 s 3 264 a10 
Berger city Franklin County. .-.-. “4 247 94 7 58 2 23 22 9 7 26] a 
Berkeley city St Lours County . = 12 423 4 280 2279 1 948 1 120 1 O01 853 262 200 290 334 
Berme city, Stoddard County ..... - 1 647 783 546 427 98 237 224 139 ia 2 288 
Bertrand city. Mississipp County . 655 266 202 156 40 64 62 35 7 246 283 
Bethany city, Horrison County .... - 24817 1 307 615 6% % 492 aia} * 302 250 21 779 
Bethel town Shelby County... ... é WwW él 3 24 7 30 ra 20 3 192 274 
Beverly Hills city St Lous County. . 660 275 173 7 ot 102 ” 39 24 240 306 
Bever city Mocon County... ...-- oon 643 27) 179 150 26 92 BI SI a 2 297 
Bigelow village Holt County ..... m 32 3 9 4 3 4 2 1 - 246 289 
fig Lake village, Holt County ....- . 170 a7 59 $4 5 28 277 6 195 23) 
Billings city, Chastan County... .. wey 989 403 285 229 42 118 Ho oa Bi) 245 299 
Bch Tree city Shannon County... A 599 255 166 1a? '6 89 84 pL 4a 235 100 
Birmwgham village Clay County .. - 222 8 59 $1 7 ” 18 12 ih] 785 a7 
Bismorch ty, St Froncon County. ........ \ $57 604 441 355 oF 163 152 104 83 258 306 
Blackburn city . 308 no 83 76 | 77 6 9 ta 260 329 
Latayette County . 22 7 é 6 - ' ' ' ' Jia 350 
Saline County 266 103 7? 70 3 26 25 ta iB} 278 427 
Bloch Jack ory St Lows County .......--- 5 857 2 000 | 596 1 295 234 404 339 2! 06 293 133 
Blockwarer ety Cooper County .._ ‘4 221 92 t4 54 5 28 24 1S " 240 286 
Blowstawn cily, Henry County -—. . = 185 1s 50 43 3 25 23 12 9 247 310 
= 640 257 176 tat 20 él 49 19 By} 249 305 
¥ 640 257 176 val 20 8! 0 n” 3 249 305 
Blodgett town Scott County ..... 202 Ci $8 43 2 23 21 q 8 249 300 
Bloomivld my, Stoddard County } 709 74z as ED a 86 250 234 157 139 230 788 
Bloomsdoly city Ste Genevieve Coun’ 353 142 102 97 5 40 x” 23 73 24? 394 
Blue Eve town. Stone County......... WW? 45 2” 26 2 6 16 9 249 331 
Hive Sonmgs city fackson County ... 39 896 13 529 1) 055 9 426 | 285 2 474 2012 blo $20 295 329 
Biythedale wiloge Harrison County 130 58 3 28 4 75 24 vv ‘4 224 312 
Bogord cy, Coroll County ...... 228 93 ? 37 7? 24 23 15 2 245 26? 
Bolckow city Andvew County 253 93 65 58 ? 28 28 " 6 272 346 
Bolwar city, Poth County .....-...- $ 864 2 007 1 620 1372 205 987 816 492 423 225 2.82 
Bonne Trire city $1 Froncon County 3819 | 474 1 037 619 180 437 405 264 228 79 317 
Boonville cry, Cooper County -..- 5 870 2 503 1 660 1 33a 263 8a) 782 454 384 235 292 
Bosworth erty Carroll County .... ° 344 149 103 95 6 46 ay 30 2 2724 271 
Bourbon city, Crawtord County ..... - 1 188 479 31 243 38 168 1s? 93 83 248 316 
Bowling Green city Pre County .... . 2 822 119! 762 58! a2 429 405 ray) 195 237 304 
Boggy City town Pemiscot County... . WwW as 34 33 2 9 9 7 3 2 64 106 
Bromdavile city Howell County 2... e 167 $6 ad 33 8 12 W 6 6 298 339 
Branson ofy, Toney County ...... 5 3 603 1 473 1 070 Ola 127 608 556 3u2 rari 215 270 
Brashear oty Ada County... .. = 318 123 93 8! 10 25 22 759 310 
Braymer city. Caldwell County .....- c B86 388 757 199 50 Wh 122 Ba n 228 265 
Biechendge city. Coldwell County ..... cone 418 a8 Ww? 94 ia tA 64 43 oT 222 283 
Brackenndge Hills witlage St lows County... 5 404 2 OF! 1 439 950 3% 642 $23 202 15! 758 306 
Brentwood cry St Lows County.........- 8 lav 4025 2 130 172 333 1 895 1 657 484 35 202 278 
Bridgeton cty, $1 Lows County... . 17 238 6 793 $933 4075 36 1 B40 1 $34 $55 463 254 300 
Brunson village, Grundy County... s 72 277 2 2 - 6 6 3 i 247 Jia 
Bronaugh city Vernon County ...... * 2 a8 4! 48 9 277 27 3 10 240 295 
Brogatield city. Linn County... 2.2. z a7 2133 ' yo | 093 168 632 mm 483 5 22) 268 
Broking village, Greene County ...... . 783 thie 93 Ba 3 18 7 6 4 755 282 
Biooktyn Moghts willuge losper County... 116 46 35 i 3 " 7 ! - 2 $2 an” 
Browning my — 33! 146 9s 73 14 $2 $0 28 da 727 2 66 
Joan Coury 255 109 ?s 43 @ 34 rd ‘5 yy 234 2 B4 
Sullwan Caunty % 37 "? PI 5 18 18 I " 705 295 
Brownington town Menew County... P 64 34 24 2 ~ 2 12 6 3 221 277 
Hiveniey town Miller County .. 2. - 81 Hn 25 6 8 7 5 2 ? 251 27 
Brynsowdh ety. Chardon Count 1023 aac 2733 Pan a“? 197 Re 42! v7 713 7282 
Buckln gty linn County 616 277 168 142 22 109 105 75 56 222 295 
Buckoer city Jeckwon County. 2 673 1 007 782 67 129 225 208 107 92 285 375 
Bultota city Gallas County .. e 2312 1 039 bas 47g WwW 395 a7 264 220 2233 238 
Hunceron city Cooper County ...- . 3a tas 9 7a 7 av a4 ; 24 23? 293 
Burther city. Gasea stern : 390 152 194 a3 5 48 45 30 22 257 32? 
Dent Coynty ....- kikedaeces : 159 5? ” 4 4 20 7 3 9 267 344 
Reynolds County 23! e 45 a? ii ro] 28 " 9 748 306 
Dagess town Burton Coyrty . 02.2... 7 3' 2? 20 2 ? ? $ 3 113 371 
Burlingion luscton Oty Nodaway County -. 624 26° 4g js? 8 93 aa 4) 56 is 304 
fotler uty Bates County... 2... 22. 3913 Hairy 133 903 (180 $84 $45 Sou 09 723 284 
Sutterheld elege Barry County _— 248 9: 73 85 3 24 7! " 19 253 2% 
Byrnes Mall coty fellerson County... ‘ 1378 $69 238 34 a4 21 ar 28 23 282 300 
Cabsol ety Teras County... - = 1 931 gr $44 427 105 325 35 ron 77 722 248 
Lamsaile city. Morresan County — 387 189 16 9 9 73 ” 48 7 705 2 68 
Cara wilage Randolph County... _ 282 19 14 64 9 % % PLY W 256 330 
Caledama wiloge Washmgton County 14? 65 aT) wv 4 27 27 rr 2? 718 300 
Calhoun city Merry County — ....- 450 187 126 103 20 61 58 ” 27? 24) 303 
Calfarna erty Manteau County ._ 3333 471 927 75) 146 S44 516 323 283 22? 293 
Callao city Macon County _-.-....- _ 332 137 93 82 10 44 3% 20 3 242 300 
Calverton Park wilage $1 Lovts County... | 404 523 208 343 56 5 10 4) 30 2 68 310 
Comden city Roy County... -..---- : 238 92 66 35 6 26 22 " g 259 703 
Comden Point city. Platte County . . : 3 125 106 % 7 9 16 10 9 248 328 
Comdenton city Comden County ...-..-..- 2 S44 1s 7 $40 128 388 352 20! 73 230 290 
OmerOn filly. lk le 4 632 | 9a? 1 793 1 OS4 198 696 éa7 M5 337 73) 7% 
Canton County... .. - 3737 | $43 ! 033 8s) V4 491 446 27 208 227 299 
De Kolb Counry -. .- BS 435 249 20: is $ 20) 138 20 70) 283 
Compbell cite Ounilin County ..---. 2-2... 2 075 902 574 oat tra 328 305 2096 189 7 294 
Canalou (ity New Madnd County — 319 128 v7 a6 9 31 30 18 la 249 295 
Canton ty Lewy County .. 2.2... enna ee 1 969 a7G 333 444 63 337 304 178 ise 2% 29! 


Persons in group quarters 


Total 


TT 


199 
34 
146 


% 
654 


Institue 
honohied 
pertons 


nz 


3 


yerer 


mu 
ao~ 


=srfrrtre 


o 
ae 
=— 


Sirol 


~ 


Pa 
& 
soe eum=~siet 


ion 


!an 


v 


bh) 


ey 


ua 


144 MISSOURI SUMMARY POPULATION AND HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS 


Former Hulett Lagoon Site 


; . e Combined PA/SI 
Ba Mooine ‘gg Reference 49 


Certified Mail P 917 752 129 
Return Receipt Requested 


July 2, 1997 


Darleen Westcott 

Environmental Engineer 

Hazardous Waste Program 

Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
P.O. Box 176 

Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


Dear Ms. Westcott: 


Enclosed are the latest quarterly groundwater sampling results from the well installed at the Modine 
Manufacturing Company Camdenton site. The results show 120 ppb in MW-4. If you have any questions, 
please contact me at (414) 636-1649 or at the letterhead address. 


Sincerely, 


Aone ALE 


Thomas S. Sanicola 
Environmental Engineer 


Enclosure 
cc: Modine Manufacturing - Camdenton 
N. Gladding - Bryan Cave 


file(2) 
Modine Manufacturing Company Telephone 414-636-1200 
1500 DeKoven Avenue Telex 26-4447 


Racine, Wisconsin 53403 FAX 414-636-1424 


; CROUP? A DAMES & MOORE GROUP COMPA\ COMPANY 


2135 East Sunshine, Suite 105 
Spnngfield, Missoun 65804 
June 30, 1997 417 881 3927 Tel 
417 881 6361 Fax 
Mc. Thomas S. Sanicola 
Environmental Engineer 
Modine Manufacturing Company 
1500 DeKoven Avenue 
Racine, Wisconsin 53403 


RE: JUNE 1997 QUARTERLY SAMPLING 
ANALYTICAL RESULTS FOR THE 
MODINE HEAT TRANSFER, INC. SITE 


CAMDENTON, MISSOURI 


Dear Mr. Sanicola: 


The purpose of this letter is to present the analytical results for the June 1997 quarterly sampling 
event at the Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. Site located in Camdenton, Missouri. The groundwater 
sample was collected on June 4, 1997 and was analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) with 
Trichloroethene (TCE) as the primary constituent of concern. The laboratory reporting limit for TCE 
was 5 parts per billion (ppb). 


The results are as follows: 


Well Identification Location Results 

MW-1 West of facility Quarterly Sampling no longer required 
MW-2 East of facility Quarterly Sampling no longer required 
MW-3 Southwest of facility Quarterly Sampling no longer required 
MWw-4 Northwest of facility TCE detecied at i20 ppb 


Enclosed is a copy of the laboratory analytical results for this sampling event and a table comparing 
the results over the last seven sampling events. 


Offices Worldwide 


(aq DAMES & MOORE 


oe 
.- 


SMUstAl A DAMES & MOORE GROUP COMPANY 


Mr. Thomas S. Sanicola 

Modine Manufacturing Company 

Re: Quarterly Sampling Analytical Results 
Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. 

June 30, 1997 

Page 2 


Please call either Mr. Price at (314) 993-4599 or Ms. Francis at (417) 881-3927 to discuss any 
comments or questions you may have. 


Very truly yours, 
DAMES & MOORE 
ply 
aha : A A Ct 


iesche M. Francis 


Enclosures 


cs Don Mans - Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. 


Offices Worldwide 


GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS 
MODINE HEAT TRANSFER, INC. 
CAMDENTON, MISSOURI 
AUGUST 1995 - JUNE 1997 


TCE CONCENTRATIONS 


4 
8/16, 22/95 11/16/95 | 2/15, 16/96 | 5/16/96 8/20/96 12/12/96 rai 6/4/97 
pot fw 


A 


A 


APNE 


A 


Results in this table are presented in parts per billion (ppb). 
NT - Not Tested 

ND - Not Detected at or above 5 ppb 

NS - Not Sampled due to insufficient volume 


AMERICAN TECHNICAL & ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC. 
875 Fee Fee Road * Maryland Heights, MO 63043 « (314) 434-4570 * FAX (314) 434-0080 


June 18, 1997 


Miesche Francis 

Dames & Moore 

2135 E Sunshine Street, Suite 105 
Springfield, MO 65804 


RE: ATAS #19097.01 
#27397-005-045 - Modine 


Dear Mr. Francis: 


Tae 61997 is the analytical report for the sample received in our laboratory on 
une 


If, in your review, you should have any s einten or require additional 
information, please call Rhonda Tinker, Assistant Project Manager, or me at 
(314) 434-4570 


Thank you for choosing ATAS for your analytical needs. 
Sincerely, 

iohaud Arg 

Richard H. Mannz 


Project Manager 


Enclosures 


RHM/dms 


/B Ss = : , 
2383 2225-7 875 FeeFee Road © Maryland Heights, MO 63043 © (314) 434-4570 - FAX (314) 434-0080 
CLIENT: DAMES & MOORE REPORT: 1909701V(286) 
2135 E SUNSHINE STREET, SUITE 105 
SPRINGFIELD, MO 65804 DATE : 06-18-97 


ATIN: MIESCHE FRANCIS 


SAMPLE MATRIX WATER 

ATAS # 19097.01 
DATE SUBMITTED 06-06-97 
DATE ANALYZED 06-12-97 


SW846-8240, EPA METHODOLOGY 
#27397-005-045 -— MODINE 
MW-4 


METHOD REF. 
PROJECT 
SAMPLE ID 


RESULTS REPORTED IN ug/L OR Parts Per Billion (PPB) 


VOLATILES R.L. RESULTS 


TRICHLOROETHENE 5 120 


QA/QC SURROGATE RECOVERIES 


TOLUENE-d8 (80-116) 101% BROMOFLUOROBENZENE(86-115) 103% 
1, 2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 (76-114) 103% 


ANALYTE DETECTED IN METHOD BLANK, POSSIBLY BELOW THE REPORTING LIMIT. 

REPORTING LIMIT; DEFINED AS THE PRACTICAL QUANTITATION LIMIT PLUS ANY DILUTION, POSITIVE 
VALUES BELOW THIS LIMIT WERE NOT REPORTED. 

NOT DETECTED ABOVE REPORTING LIMIT 


a 


ND 


£352.24 5i 7 875FeeFee Road @ Maryland Heights, MO 63043 e (314) 434-4570 - FAX (314) 434-0080 


CLIENT: DAMES & MOORE REPORT: 1909701V(286) 
2135 E SUNSHINE STREET, SUITE 105 
SPRINGFIELD, MO 65804 DATE : 06-18-97 


ATTN: MIESCHE FRANCIS 


SAMPLE MATRIX WATER 

ATAS # METHOD BLANK 
DATE SUBMITTED 06-06-97 
DATE ANALYZED 06-12-97 


METHOD REF. 
PROJECT 
SAMPLE ID 


SW846-8240, EPA METHODOLOGY 
#27397-005-045 - MODINE 
METHOD BLANK 


RESULTS REPORTED IN ug/L OR Parts Per Billion (PPB) 


VOLATILES R.L. RESULTS 


TRICHLOROETHENE 5 ND 


A/QC_ SURROGATE RECOVERIES 


TOLUENE-d8 (80-116) 101% BROMOFLUOROBENZENE(86-115) 103% 
1,2-DICHLOROETHANE-D4 (76-114) 86% 


ANALYTE DETECTED IN METHOD BLANK, POSSIBLY BELOW THE REPORTING LIMIT. 

REPORTING LIMIT; DEFINED AS THE PRACTICAL QUANTITATION LIMIT PLUS ANY DILUTION, POSITIVE 
VALUES BELOW THIS LIMIT WERE NOT REPORTED. 

NOT DETECTED ABOVE REPORTING LIMIT 


a2 


Nay, Ms, 
i ; 
tia 


£3 2 £52 875FeeFeeRoad ¢ Maryland Heights, MO 63043 © (314) 434-4570 - FAX (314) 434-0080 


LABORATORY QUALITY CONTROL SEQUENCE 


SAMPLE MATRIX 
DATE ANALYZED 
METHOD REF. 


WATER REPORT DATE: 06-18-97 
06-12-97 
SW846-8240, EPA METHODOLOGY 


MATRIX SPIKE / MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATE RECOVERY 


19085.05 19085.05 

MS MSD QC ADVISORY 

% RPD_ LIMITS 
1,1-DICHLOROETHENE 90 86 5 16 70-127 
TRICHLOROETHENE 88 88 0 11 75-111 
BENZENE 90 88 2 12 83-120 
TOLUENE 90 88 2 10 80-122 
CHLOROBENZENE 86 86 ¢) 8 86-109 


* = VALUES OUTSIDE OF ADVISORY LIMITS 


ee 


ATAS 
AMERICAN TECHNICAL & ANALYTICAL SERVICES, Inc. pace _| oF if 


875 Fee Fee Road - Maryland Heights, MO 63043-3211 « Office (314) 434-4570 « FAX (314) 434-0080 


TEE ———— 
e Mod 
TE Oe, — LO 

Moar 207-005-045 


a Sample | Sample 8 
Sample !D Date Time Matrix | 


CHAIN OF CUSTODY RECORD 


Lab Use 
Only 


Initials 


Preservative 
Ice - (see below) 


Type of wr. Ys 


Pd 


Remarks 


Date 


Location/Temp 


Ms 


fia"! FP 


ROSS E ACR e mie 


JOSE S eR SRR AS 
att fl 


SSS RRR 
eye 


urnaround Requirements 
1 to 2 working days 


8 
3 
a 


Ue 
Signature 3 working days 
5 working days 
ies a a 
10 working days 
oO 

| Dames c M cor Lis 
15 working days 

i Preservalive codes 

() nats A-none 


Datert ime Date/Time Date/Time B-HNOs 


4 
C - H2SO4 
SEND RESULTS TO (Name & Company) : | v lie xX net % f A ( iS Dames & M cores D - NaOH 


Original to ATAS/Copy to Client 


* — Date/Time 


\ 4 
Former Hulett Lagoon Site 


; ; Combined PA/S! 
Continental Analytical , Reterence 50 
IN Cc. 


S E—E R V iC E— 5 


Page: — 30° 
Client: Missouri Dept. of Health Date Sample Rptd: 04/01/93 
Attn: Larry Evert Date Sample Recd: 03/18/93 
307 W. McCarty CAS File No: 92-5364 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 CAS Order No: 15740 
Client P.O.: 
Lab Number: 93031353 Date Sampled: 03/16/93 
Sample Description: Mulberry Well 3010130Camdenton Time Sampled: 0715 
Date 
Analysis Concentration Units Analyzed Book/Page 
MDNR Regulated Vocs 03/25/93 / 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
1,1-Dichloroethylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
1,2-Dichloroethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
1,2-Dichloropropane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
Benzene ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
Carbon Tetrachloride ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/35 
Chlorobenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
Ethylbenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
o-Dichlorobenzene ND (0.5) pg/L : 1546/35 
p-Dichlorobenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
Styrene ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
Tetrachloroethylene ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/35 
Toluene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
Trichloroethylene 2.1 ug/L 1546/35 
Vinyl Chloride/Chloroethene ND(0.5) pg/L 1546/35 
Xylene ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
MDNR Unregulated Vocs 03/25/93 / 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
1,1-Dichloroethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/35 
1,1-Dichlioropropene ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/35 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane ND(0.5} ug/L 1546/35 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene ND(0.5) Q ug/L 1546/35 
1,3-Dichloropropane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
2,2-Dichloropropane ND(0.5) Q ug/L 1546/35 
Bromobenzene ND(0.5) pg/L 1546/35 
Bromodichloromethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
Bromoform ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
Bromomethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
Chloroethane ND(0.5) pg/L 1546/35 
Chloroform ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/35 
Chloromethane I ug/L 1546/35 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
Dibromochloromethane ND(0.5) Q pg/L 1546/35 
Dibromomethane ND (0.5) : pg/L 1546/35 
Dichloromethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
m-Dichlorobenzene ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/35 


-Continued- 


1804 Glendale Road. Satina, Kansas 67401 
913-827-1273 « 800-535-3076» FAX 913-823-7830 


CONTINENTAL ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC. 


LABORATORY REPORT Page: 31 


Client: Missouri Dept. of Health 
Lab Number: 93031353 


Date 

Analysis Concentration Units Analyzed Book/Page 
o-~Chlorotoluene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 
p-Chlorotoluene ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/35 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/35 

Date 

Analysis Prepared QC Batch Analyst Analytical Method 

MDNR Regulated Vocs NA 1604084 TEB MDNR/502.2M 

MONR Unregulated Vocs NA 1GC4084 TEB MDNR/502.2M 


Q - This compound did not meet the method Quality Control criteria. 

I - Matrix interferences were noted at the time of analysis. 

Laboratory analyses were performed on samples utilizing procedures published in 
Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations part 136, July 1, 1986 or in EPA 
Publication, SW-846, 3rd edition, Nov. 1986. ND{), where noted, indicates none 
detected with the detection limit in parentheses. 


Samples will be retained for thirty days unless otherwise notified. 


CONTINENTAL ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC. 


sdun 


CAS 


Continental Analytical 


1804 Glendale Road. 
913-827-1273. 


Salina, 


800-535-3076. 


Kansas 67401 
FAX 913-823-7830 


S E R V Ic iE § IN C 
Page: 32 
Client: Missouri Dept. of Health Date Sample Rptd: 04/01/93 
Attn: Larry Evert Date Sample Recd: 03/18/93 
307 W. McCarty CAS File No: 92-5364 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 CAS Order No: 15740 
Client P.O.: 
Lab Number: 93031354 Date Sampled: 03/16/93 
Sample Description: Blair Well 3010130 Camdenton Time Sampled: 0729 
Date 
Analysis Concentration Units Analyzed Book/Page 
MDNR Regulated Vocs 03/27/93 / 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
1,1~Dichloroethylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
1,2~Dichloroethane ND(0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
1,2-Dichloropropane ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Benzene ND(0.5S) ug/L 1536/28 
Carbon Tetrachloride ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Chlorobenzene ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
Ethylbenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
‘ o-Dichlorobenzene ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
p-Dichlorobenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Styrene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Tetrachloroethylene ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Toluene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Trichloroethylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Vinyl Chloride/Chloroethene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Xylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
MDNR Unregulated Vocs 03/27/93 / 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND(0.5) Q ug/L 1536/28 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
1,1-Dichloroethane ND(0.5) yug/L 1536/28 
1,1-Dichloropropene ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane ND(0.5) Q ug/L 1536/28 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
1,3-Dichloropropane ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
2,2-Dichloropropane ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Bromobenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Bromodichloromethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Bromoform ND(0.5) Q ug/L 1536/28 
Bromomethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
Chloroethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
Chloroform ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
Chloromethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
Dibromochloromethane ND(0.5) Q pg/L 1536/28 
Dibromomethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
Dichloromethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
m-Dichlorobenzene ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
-Continued- 


CONTINENTAL ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC. 


LABORATORY REPORT Page: 33 


Client: Missouri Dept. of Health 
Lab Number: 93031354 


Date 

Analysis Concentration Units Analyzed Book/Page 
o-Chlorotoluene ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/28 
p-Chlorotoluene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/28 

Date 

Analysis Prepared QC Batch Analyst Analytical Method 

MDNR Regulated Vocs NA 1GC3085 DKT MDNR/502.2M 

MDNR Unregulated Vocs NA 1GC3085 DKT MDNR/502.2M 


Q - This compound did not meet the method Quality Control criteria. 

Laboratory analyses were performed on samples utilizing procedures published in 
Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations part 136, July 1, 1986 or in EPA 
Publication, SW-846, 3rd edition, Nov. 1986. ND(), where noted, indicates none 
detected with the detection limit in parentheses. 

Samples will be retained for thirty days unless otherwise notified. 


CONTINENTAL. ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC. 


CAS 


Continental Analytical 
S ER V ItTc & SS, IN C€ 


Page: 34 
Client: Missouri Dept. of Health Date Sample Rptd: 04/01/93 
Attn: Larry Evert Date Sample Recd: 03/18/93 
307 W. McCarty CAS File No: 92-5364 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 CAS Order No: 15740 
Client P.O.: 
Lab Number: 93031355 Date Sampled: 03/16/93 
Sample Description: Rodeo Well 3010130 Camdenton Time Sampled: 0740 
Date 
Analysis Concentration Units Analyzed Book/Page 
MDNR Regulated Vocs 03/27/93 / 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
1,1-Dichloroethylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
1,2-Dichloroethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
1,2-Dichloropropane ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
Benzene ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
Carbon Tetrachloride ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/23 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
Chlorobenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
Ethylbenzene ND (0.5) pg/L : 1536/29 
o-Dichlorobenzene ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
p-Dichlorobenzene ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
Styrene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
Tetrachloroethylene ND(0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
Toluene ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
Trichloroethylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
Vinyl Chloride/Chloroethene ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
Xylene ND(0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
MDNR Unregulated Vocs 03/27/93 / 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND(0.5) Q pg/L 1536/29 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
1,1-Dichloroethane ND(0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
1,1-Dichloropropene ND(0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane ND(0.5) Q ug/L 1536/29 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
1,3-Dichloropropane ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
2,2-Dichloropropane ND(0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
Bromobenzene ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
Bromodichloromethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
Bromoform ND(0.5) Q ug/L 1536/29 
Bromomethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
Chloroethane ND(0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
Chloroform ND(0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
Chloromethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND (0.5) pg/L 1536/29 
Dibromochloromethane ND(0.5) Q ug/L 1536/29 
Dibromomethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
Dichloromethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
m~Dichlorobenzene ND(0.5) ug/L 1536/29 


~Continued- 


1804 Glendale Road .- Salina, Kansas 67401 
913-827-1273 - 800-535-3076 - FAX 913-823-7830 


CONTINENTAL ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC. 


LABORATORY REPORT Page: 35 


Client: Missouri Dept. of Health 
Lab Number: 93031355 


Date 

Analysis Concentration Units Analyzed Book/Page 
o-Chlorotoluene ND (0.5) yug/L 1536/29 
p-Chlorotoluene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/29 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND (0.5) ug/L 1536/29 

Date 

Analysis Prepared QC Batch Analyst Analytical Method 

MDNR Regulated Vocs NA 1603085 DKT MDNR/502.2M 

MDNR Unregulated Vocs NA 1G6C3085 DKT MDNR/502.2M 


Q - This compound did not meet the method Quality Control criteria. 


Laboratory analyses were performed on samples utilizing procedures published in 
Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations part 136, July 1, 1986 or in EPA 
Publication, SW-846, 3rd edition, Nov. 1986. ND(), where noted, indicates none 
detected with the detection limit in parentheses. 


Samples will be retained for thirty days unless otherwise notified. 


CONTINENTAL ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC. 


Cliffgrd’ J.\ Baker 
Laborato irector 


CAS 


Continental Analytical 


S ER Vt Cc E S , IN C 
Page: 36 
Client: Missouri Dept. of Health Date Sample Rptd: 04/01/93 
Attn: Larry Evert Date Sample Recd: 03/18/93 
307 W. McCarty CAS File No: 92-5364 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 CAS Order No: 15740 
Client P.O.: 
Lab Number: 93031356 Date Sampled: / f/f 
Sample Description: Trip Blank 3010130 Camdenton Time Sampled: 
Date 
Analysis Concentration Units Analyzed Book/Page 
MDNR Regulated Vocs 03/26/93 / 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/36 
1,1-Dichloroethylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
1,2-Dichloroethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
1,2-Dichloropropane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Benzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Carbon Tetrachloride ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/36 
cis-1,2~Dichloroethylene ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/36 
Chlorobenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Ethylbenzene ND (0.5) pg/L : 1546/36 
o-Dichlorobenzene ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/36 
p-Dichlorobenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Styrene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Tetrachloroethylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Toluene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Trichloroethylene ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Vinyl Chloride/Chloroethene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Xylene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
MDNR Unregulated Vocs 03/26/93 / 
1,1,1,2~-Tetrachloroethane ND(0.5) pg/L 1546/36 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
1,1-Dichloroethane ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/36 
1,1-Dichloropropene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane ND(0.5) pg/L 1546/36 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene ND(0.5) Q pg/L 1546/36 
1,3-Dichloropropane ND (0.5) pg/L 1546/36 
2,2-Dichloropropane ND(0.5) Q ug/L 1546/36 
Bromobenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Bromodichloromethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Bromoform ND(0.5) QO pg/L 1546/36 
Bromomethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Chloroethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
Chloroform ND (0.5) pg/L ; 1546/36 
Chloromethane I ug/L 1546/36 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND(0.5) pg/L 1546/36 
Dibromochloromethane ND({0.5) Q ug/L 1546/36 
Dibromomethane ND (0.5) pg/b 1546/36 
Dichloromethane ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
m-Dichlorobenzene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
-Continued- 


1804 Glendale Road - Salina, Kansas 67401 
913-827-1273 - 800-535-3076 - FAX 913-823-7830 


CONTINENTAL ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC. 


LABORATORY REPORT Page: 37 


Client: Missouri Dept. of Health 
Lab Number: 93031356 


Date 

Analysis Concentration Units Analyzed Book/Page 
o-Chlorotoluene ND(0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
p-Chlorotoluene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND (0.5) ug/L 1546/36 

Date 

Analysis Prepared QC Batch Analyst Analytical Method 

MDNR Regulated Vocs NA 1G6C4084 TEB MDNR/502.2M 

MDNR Unregulated Vocs NA 1604084 TEB MDNR/502.2M 


Q - This compound did not meet the method Quality Control criteria. 

I - Matrix interferences were noted at the time of analysis. 

Laboratory analyses were performed on samples utilizing procedures published in 
Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations part 136, July 1, 1986 or in EPA 
Publication, SW-846, 3rd edition, Nov. 1986. ND({), where noted, indicates none 
detected with the detection limit in parentheses. 

Samples will be retained for thirty days unless otherwise notified. 

CONTINENTAL ANALYTICAL SERVICES, INC. 


Clif 
Lab 


CAS 


Reported to: 
Affiliation: 


Collected by: 
Affiliation: 


STATE OF | MISSOURI 


Mel Curnshan Governor ¢ David A Shorr Director +, 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


y : 
4 ms 
. 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 


P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULT 


Sample No. 


TERRY ‘TIMMONS 
PDW 


Sample Description: 


CAMDENTON, 
MO3010130 


MULBERRY WELL 


BOB MARSHALL 
MISC 


PARAMETERS 


VOC Results: 


Benzene 

Bromobenzene 
Bromochloromethane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Bromoform 
Bromomethane 
n-Butylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
Carbon tetrachloride 
Chlorobenzene 
Chloroethane 
Chloroform 
Chloromethane 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Dibromomethane 


OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


94-C602 


Date: 


Project Code: 


Date: 


RESULTS 
<0.5 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L : 
<1.0 ug/L 
<2.5 ug/L 
<2.5 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<0.5 ug/L 
<0.5 ug/L 
620. Ug? L 
<1.0 ug/L 
<2.5 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
>1.90 ug/L 
75.0 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 


5/13/94 
3404/3000 


04/27/94 


STATE OF MISSOURI Mel Camashin Govemar* Duid A Shore Dercctar 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


Page 3 
Sample no. 94-C602 
Date 5/13/94 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane <0.5 ug/L 
Trichloroethene <0.5 ug/L 
Trichlorofluoromethane <2.5 ug/L 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane <1.0 ug/L 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene <1.0 ug/L 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene <2.0 ug/L 
Vinyl Chloride <0.5 ug/L 
o-Xylene <0.5 ug/L 
m&p-xylene <0.5 ug/L 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with 
4640p: d or recognized by the U.S. Environmental 


ng,-D r 
2 es Program 
2 omental Quality 


STATE OF MISSOURI SR EDOM Une, SCS OE 


' DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO Box 176 Jefferson City MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


BOB MARSHALL Lab Number: 97-A758 
CITY HALL 


P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 97~-A466 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: February 24, 1997 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: January 29, 1997 PwS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL HOUSE 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-—1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 


. 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 97~A758 
Report Date: February 24, 1997 Sample Number: 97-A466 


Analysis Performed Results 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-—Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chlorobenz 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 


. eo ee @ 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


STATE OF MISSOURI Mel Camithan Govemer © Davi A Shorr Decctor 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City. MO 63102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Sample Number: 97-0486 
Lab Number: 97-A2244 


Reported To: JIM HOULIHAN Report Date: 3/17/97 
Affiliation: JCRO Date Collected: 3/12/97 
Project Code: 3404/3000 Date Received: 3/12/97 


Sample Collected by: JIM HOULIHAN, JCRO 
PWS Supply Name: CAMDENTON 

PWS Identification: MO3010130 

PWS County: CAMDEN 

Sampling Location: MULBERRY WELL 
Sample Description: CONFIRMATION SAMPLE 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 

Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2~-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 


. 


. 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 97-A2244 
Report Date: March 17, 1997 Sample Number: 97-0486 


Analysis Performed Results 


cis~-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-—1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total xXylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichliorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chlorobenz 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 


o 


. 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
r ed or regognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
e any gq ons, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


Environmental Services 
Division of EnvViranme 


c: TERRY TIMMONS, PDWP 


STATE OF MISSOURI Vet Camulun, Gavemor ¢ Pind \ Shon Dintor 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City. MO 05102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


BOB MARSHALL Lab Number: 97-A4822 
CITY HALL 


P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 97-F101 
ee QUARTERLY MONITORING eke 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: June 13, 1997 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: June 3, 1997 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL HOUSE 
PWS Name: CAMDENTON 

Analysis Performed Results 


VOC Results: 
Dichlorodiflucoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans~1,2~-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 97-A4822 
Report Date: June 13, 1997 Sample Number: 97-F101 


Analysis Performed Results 


trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n~Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chlorobenz 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 


e e oo 8 @ @ oo ¢ 
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NNKF OU ONOKHPNNEFNNNNEFNHKFONODOFPOONONOOF 


MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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STATE, fisour ne Mel Gamsghan Govern e Dred a Shear Sire be 
___DERAIREMENT 01 OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
By8 ae = DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL. QU ALITY 
By. aw rae P.O. Box 176 Jefferson Cay MO 05102-0176 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
BOB MARSHALL Lab Number: 97~-A7751 
CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 97-1658 
eke QUARTERLY MONITORING Ke 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: September 4, 1997 

Date Collected: August 26, 1997 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL HOUSE 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2~-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3~-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 


. 
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0.0 
2.5 
0.5 
9.0 
2.5 
2.5 
0.5 
0.5 
5.0 
0.5 
1.0 
1.0 
0.5 
0.5 
1.0 
0.5 
1.0 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
4.3 
0.5 
0.5 
1.0 
2.0 
0.5 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 97-A7751 
Report Date: September 4, 1997 Sample Number: 97-1658 


Analysis Performed 


trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyitoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chlorobenz 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


STATE OF MISSOURI Mol Carnal Cons cnes e dpival A Noor Dreiser. 


econ a! OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


————__—_ ——— DIVISION OF fF NVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ——————————- 
oe PO Box 176 fetferson Cry, MO 65102-0176 


ae 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 97-A7752 
112 COURT CIRCLE - CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 97-1659 
WEE QUARTERLY MONITORING Sali! 
RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: September 4, 1997 


Date Collected: August 26, 1997 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL HOUSE 
PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-],2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 


2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 


Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
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Page: 2 


Report Date: September 4, 


Analysis Performed 


trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chlorobenz 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 


MCL = 


1997 


NA NANRANRAANAAARKRAARAAAKAAAAANAAAAAAAAAAAAA 


Maximum Contaminant Level -- = 


97-A7752 
97-1659 


Lab Number: 
Sample Number: 


Results Units 
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Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 


approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 


If 


you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


STATE OF MISSOURI Med Camuatiin Govcmoc e Darah A Shon Dhees tor 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City. MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 97-A11630 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 97-L708 
EK QUARTERLY MONITORING *** 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: December 18, 1997 

Date Collected: December 1, 1997 Pws ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL HOUSE 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3~—Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 97-A11630 
Report Date: December 18, 1997 Sample Number: 97-L708 


Analysis Performed Results 


trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-—Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-~isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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3 23 1998 
STATE OF MISSOURI Mobtlamahin Govcined © stephen MEO Malitoest pe ee 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURGES ve ee 


Aue wast o 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALETY URAL Ly uuKeLt 
2.0. Box 176 Jefferson Civ, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A896 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO = 65020 
Sample Number: 98-B383 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: February 18, 1998 
Date Collected: February 2, 1998 Pws ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL, SPECIAL REQUEST 
PWS Name: CAMDENTON 
Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chlioroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans—-1,2—-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 


o . . 
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0.0 
2.5 
0.5 
9.0 
2.5 
2.5 
0.5 
0.5 
5.0 
0.5 
1.0 
1.0 
Q.5 
0.5 
1.0 
0.5 
1.0 
0.5 
0.5 
0.5 
6.3 
0.5 
0.5 
1.0 
2.0 
0.5 
1.0 
0.5 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A896 
Report Date: February 18, 1998 Sample Number: 98-B383 


Analysis Performed Results 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p~isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -~ = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at §73/751-1188. 
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STATE OF MISSOURI Mel Camahiain: Governor e Mephicn Mo Miditeast Pepin 4 G 1908 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


MPARUCUS WAITS PROGRAS 
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P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City. MQG07201'@- oo: anes 

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A1807 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 

Sample Number: 98-C482 
kek QUARTERLY MONITORING eee 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: March 11, 1998 

Date Collected: February 17, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL HOUSE 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1~-Dichloroethane 
2,2~-Dichloropropane 
cis~-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-—Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
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Page: -2 Lab Number: 98-A1807 
Report Date: March 11, 1998 Sample Number: 98-C482 


Analysis Performed Results 


trans-—1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-—Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2~-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


PR 15 1938 
STATE OF MISSOURI Med Camatin Geacaed ¢ sagan U Malt y3t- 2! is a a aoe 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RES@QIIRCES * 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ——————_—_ 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A3749 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 98-B784 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: March 31, 1998 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: March 25, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans—1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1~-Dichloroethane 
2,2—-Dichloropropane 
cis~-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans~-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A3749 
Report Date: March 31, 1998 Sample Number: 98-B784 


Analysis Performed Results 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3~-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-—Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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Noy G2 1998 
STATE OF MISSOL RI Aca wl 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES _ 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QU LIT = 
PO Bow 170 Jetterson Gith MO 05 192-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A4982 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 98-F440 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: May 7, 1998 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: April 23, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL HOUSE 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans—-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2~Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
Cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A4982 
Report Date: May 7, 1998 Sample Number: 98-F440 


Analysis Performed 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-—Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3~-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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nov & 2 1998 
STAT E OF MISSOLIRI Mal Cashin mens Stophea ME Matte at Prater tow” ‘ dip iat 
DIV ISION OF FNVIRONMENTAL QU ALITY 
PO Box 176 Jetferson City MO 65102-0176 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A6299 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 98-H069 
Re QUARTERLY MONITORING rae 
RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 
Report Date: June 9, 1998 
Date Collected: May 21, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL 
PWS Name: CAMDENTON 
Analysis Performed Results MCL Units 


VOC Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane < 2 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorof luoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-—1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 1 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A62399 
Report Date: June 9, 1998 Sample Number: 98-H069 


Analysis Performed Results 


trans-1,3~-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-—Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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STATE OF MISSOURI Mel Camahun Governor ¢ stephen VE Mihtoogd ietide. ve : aaa eee : AM 
, c OF 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 3 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ——————————- 
PEG Sa PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 
* ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A6820 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 98-F519 
RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 
Report Date: June 18, 1998 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: June 8, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL 
PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2~-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2~-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis—1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-—1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A6820 
Report Date: June 18, 1998 Sample Number: 98-F519 


Analysis Performed 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene . 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-—Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-lisopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3~Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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STATE OF MISSOL RI “ee 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES es 


Se DIN ESION OL ENVIRONMENTAL QU AL IVY oe Pe 
PO Box 176 Jefterson Cin. MO OR LULOT7 AW cnt ey 
hay” H Sites = as FA 
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM ene etl 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A14822 
112 COURT CIRCLE - CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 


Sample Number: 98-U834 
cS QUARTERLY MONITORING nae 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: September 9, 1998 

Date Collected: August 25, 1998 Pws ID: _ MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichlioroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 9B8-A14822 
Report Date: September 9, 1998 Sample Number: 98-U834 


Analysis Performed Results 


trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 


COODOMOAOMOAMODOVTIOCNOOCOOCOOMOUUNUODOUMUUOMNOUWNS 


ANAAAAAANAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA 


i) 
NOrFOUONORENNFNNNNEF NF FP ONOOFODOONONODOFH 


A 


MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


Missouri Department of Natural Resources 


E-mail is for official department use only. Copies of messages may be 
archived indefinitely and reviewed as appropriate. 


From Dianne Holtmeyer on 01/25/99 03:30:50 PM 


To: Valerie Wilder/HWP/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR 
cc: TERRY TIMMONS@NetTalk @ MODNR 
Subject: Camdenton 


Fourth quarter TCE results for samples collected on 12/2/98 at Camdenton (MO3010130) were: 


Blair Well - <0.50 ug/L (No detect) 
Rodeo Well - <0.50 ug/L (No detect) 
Mulberry Well - 4.40 ug/L 

Hickory Well - <0.50 ug/L (No detect) 


Dianne Holtmeyer 

Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
Public Drinking Water Program 

P.O. Box 176 

Jefferson City, MO 65102 

Phone: (573) 526-3479/Fax: (573) 751-3110 
Internet mail: nrholtd@mail.dnr.state.mo.us 


01/27/99 08:23:21 AM 


‘ RECEIVED 


MAR 2 2 1999 


Mel Carnahan Governor + Stephen M Mahtopd-Fitecror S 
» WIE TE PROGRAM 


JT OF NATURAL RESOURCES, AIMENT OF 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY wil HESUURCES _ 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 
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VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 99-A402 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 

P.O. BOX 1048 

CAMDENTON, MO 65020 


Sample Number: 9901502 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: March 10, 1999 

Date Collected: January 13, 1999 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: MULBERRY WELL, SPECIAL REQUEST 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-—-butyl ether 
trans-1,2~-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis~1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans—1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 99-A402" 
Report Date: March 10, 1999 Sample Number: 9901502 


Analysis Performed Results 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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STATE OF: MiggouRI 


Mel Camahan, Govemors ¢ David A. Shorr, Director. 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Reported to: TERRY TIMMONS 
Affiliation: PDW 


Sample Description: 
CAMDENTON, BLAIR WELL 
MO3010130 


Collected by: BOB MARSHALL 
Affiliation: MISC 


PARAMETERS 


voc Results: 
Benzene 
Bromobenzene 
Bromochloromethane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Bromoform 
Bromomethane 
n-Butylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
Carbon tetrachloride 
Chlorobenzene 
Chloroethane 
Chloroform 
Chloromethane 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
Dibromochloromethane 


1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 


1,2-Dibromoethane 
Dibromomethane 


Sample No. 


94-C603 
Date: 
Project Code: 
Date: 
RESULTS 
<0.5 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 
<2.5 ug/L 
<2.5 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<0.5 ug/L 
<0.5 ug/L 
<2.5 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 
<2.5 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 
<5.0 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 


5/13/94 
3404/3000 


04/27/94 


STATE OB Missouri Mel Camuahan, Govemor * David A Shor, Director + 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


Page 2 
Sample no. 94-C603 
Date 5/13/94 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene <0.5 ug/L 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene <1.0 ug/L 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene <0.5 ug/L 
Dichlorodifluoromethane <2.5 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethane <1.0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethane <0.5 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethene <0.5 ug/L 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene <0.5 ug/L 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene <0.5 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloropropane <0.5 ug/L 
1,3-Dichloropropane <2.0 ug/L 
2,2-Dichloropropane <1.0 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloropropene <1.0 ug/L 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene <2.0 ug/L 
trans~1,3-Dichloropropene <1.0 ug/L 
Ethylbenzene <0.5 ug/L 
Hexachlorobutadiene <1.0 ug/L 
Isopropylbenzene <2.0 ug/L 
p-Isopropyltoluene <2.0 ug/L 
Methylene Chloride <0.5 ug/L 
Naphthalene <2.0 ug/L 
n-Propylbenzene <2.0 ug/L 
Styrene <0.5 ug/L 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane <1.0 ug/L 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <1.0 ug/L 
Tetrachloroethene <0.5 ug/L 
Toluene <0.5 ug/L 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene <2.0 ug/L 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene “0.45: ua@7Ts 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane <0.5 ug/L 
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STATE OF igsourt. Mel Camahan Govemor © David 4 Shor Director 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City. MO 65102-0176 


Page 3 
Sample no. 94-C603 
Date 5/13/94 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane <0.5 ug/L 
Trichloroethene <0.5 ug/L 
Trichlorofluoromethane <2.5 ug/L 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane <1.0 ug/L 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene <1.0 ug/L 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene <2.0 ug/L 
Vinyl Chloride <0.5 ug/L 
o-Xylene <0.5 ug/L 
m&p-xylene <0.5 ug/L 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with 
dures Bporoved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental 


es Program 
@ntal Quality 


STATE OF MISSOLU RI Moe Gatun ary asy Gast A oshear Dangt 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO Box 176 Jefferson City. MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


BOB MARSHALL Lab Number: 97-A759 
CITY HALL 


P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 


Sample Number: 97-A467 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: February 24, 1997 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: January 29, 1997 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: BLAIR ST WELL HOUSE 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorof luoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-—-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-~1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Tcluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 97-A759 
Report Date: February 24, 1997 Sample Number: 97-A467 


SS SSS ee 
Analysis Performed Results Units 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-—Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chlorobenz 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


STATE OF MISSOURI VA FCaraahin canon e SMephen VE Malitood Viste tyr i CG 2 3 1998 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURGES .. eer 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUAL < id eI OF 
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-01°6 ATURAL RESCURCES 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A898 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 98-B385 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: February 10, 1998 

Date Collected: February 2, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: BLAIR WELL, SPECIAL REQUEST 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed — Results 


VOC Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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'.Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A898 
Report Date: February 10, 1998 Sample Number: 98-B385 


Analysis Performed Results 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-—Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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Date: 2/18/98 HALAL IOS 


eh S$ GRAM 
To: Terry Timmons, PDWP RIS R.A der NE Ot 
From: Mary King, ESP Ral atthi neu sUR CLS 
Subject: Samples with Results Greater than PDWP Monitoring Trigger 

Sample MO ID Supplyname 

Number Analyte Results MCL Trigger 


98-B383 MO3010130 CAMDENTON 
Trichloroethene 6.3 ug/L 5.0 0.5 


STATE OF MISSOURI Mol Camuliit Geveoner ¢ stiophen MO Mahteraf Pncit< 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A3751 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 98-B786 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: March 31, 1998 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: March 25, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: BLAIR WELL 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert—-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichtoroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-—1,3-—Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A3751 
Report Date: March 31, 1998 Sample Number: 98-B786 


Analysis Performed 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-—Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p~isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


STATE OF MISSOL RI 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES: 


DINISTON OF PNVTRONAIBNTAL OU ATTY: 
PO Box 176 Jefferson City MIO 68102-0170 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A4981 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 98-F439 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: May 7, 1998 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: April 23, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: BLAIR STREET 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis~1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-—1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 


eo e 8 « ° eo e @ 


SCrRPONKFODOOCOCOOFORCOFKHFOUODONNUWONO 
NOMNDODUUNUUNNMNOUNOUNUNOOUMUOMUUMONWSd 


e 
. 
° 


. ° ° e 


AAAAAAAAAAKAAAAAAAAAAAAAAANAA 


Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A4981 
Report Date: May 7, 1998 Sample Number: 98-F439 


Analysis Performed Results 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropylitoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 


NOKRFPOMONOKRNNKFNNNNKF NEFF ONOOHFOONONO 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


Sorte: 
STATE OF MISSOURI Mel Cagney Genero ¢ Meg ME Mialdewal bie tea Te : Bsr ie cae 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES. ee 


DIVISION OF ENVIROAMERTAL QU LIT) 
PO Box 176 Jefferson City MO 63102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A6300 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 98-H070 
ake QUARTERLY MONITORING ake 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: June 8, 1998 

Date Collected: May 21, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: BLAIR WELL 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodif luoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether 
trans~1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis~-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-—1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A6300 
Report Date: June 8, 1998 Sample Number: 98-H070 


Analysis Performed Results Units 


trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-—Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3~-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


RECEIVED 


Nov 0% 199g 
STATE OF MISSOL RI 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DINIMION OF ENV PRON UEN FAL QU a Fs 7 
PO Box 170 Jetterson Cath MO 64102-0176 


eer w) 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A6822 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 98-F521 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: June 15, 1998 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: June 8, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: BLAIR WELL 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
‘Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2~-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-—1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A6822 
Report Date: June 15, 1998 Sample Number: 98-F521 


Analysis Performed Results 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -~ = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


STATE OF MISSOURI SES SES ae 2 1893 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES. 


DINISION OF ENVIRONMENT AE QL Was: 
RO Box 176 Jetterson Cin. MO 65102-0176 on 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-Al4824 
112 COURT CIRCLE - CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 98-U836 
se QUARTERLY MONITORING FS 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: September 9, 1998 

Date Collected: August 25, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: BLAIR WELL 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A14824 
Report Date: September 9, 1998 Sample Number: 98-U836 


Analysis Performed Results 


trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


STATE OF MISSOURI 


Mel Camahan Governor * David A Shorr Director 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
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DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 


P.O. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
RESULT OF SAMPLE ANALYSIS 


Reported to: TERRY TIMMONS 
Affiliation: PDW 


Sample Description: 
CAMDENTON, RODEO WELL 
MO3010130 


Collected by: BOB MARSHALL 
Affiliation: MISC 


PARAMETERS 


voc Results: 
Benzene 
Bromobenzene 
Bromochloromethane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Bromoform 
Bromomethane 
n-Butylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
Carbon tetrachloride 
Chilorobenzene 
Chloroethane 
Chloroform 
Chloromethane 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-~Chlorotoluene 
Dibromochloromethane 


1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 


1,2-Dibromoethane 
Dibromomethane 


Sample No. 


94-C601 

Date: 

Project Code: 

Date: 

RESULTS 

<0.5 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 
<2.5 ug/L 
<2.5 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<0.5 ug/L 
<0.5 ug/L 
<2.5 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 
<2.5 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
<2.0 ug/L 
“1.0 ua/L 
£5 9 ug/L 
«2.90 ug/L 
<1.0 ug/L 


S/13/ 74 
3404/30) 


04/27/94 


STATE OF MISSOURI Mel Camahan. Govemor ¢ David A Shorr, Director — - 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


Page 2 
Sample no. 94-C60L 
Date 5/13/94 


PARAMETERS RESULTS 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene <0.5 ug/L 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene <1.0 ug/L 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene <0.5 ug/L 
Dichlorodifluoromethane <2.5 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethane <1.0 ug/L 
1,2-Dichloroethane <0.5 ug/L 
1,1-Dichloroethene <0.5 ug/L 
cis-1,2~Dichloroethene <0.5 ug/L 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene <0.5 ug/L 
1,2~Dichloropropane <0.5 ug/L 
1,3~-Dichloropropane <2.0 ug/L 
2,2-Dichloropropane <1.0 ug/L 
1,1~Dichloropropene <1.0 ug/L 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene <2.0 ug/L 
trans-1],3-Dichloropropene <1.0 ug/L 
Ethylbenzene <0.5 ug/L 
Hexachlorobutadiene <1.0 ug/L 
Isopropylbenzene <2.0 ug/L 
p-Isopropyltoluene <2.0 ug/L 
Methylene Chloride <0.5 ug/L 
Naphthalene <2.0 ug/L 
n-Propylbenzene <2.0 ug/L 
Styrene <0.5 ug/L 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane <1.0 ug/L 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <1.0 ug/L 
Tetrachloroethene <0.5 ug/L 
Toluene <0.5 ug/L 
1,2,3~-Trichlorobenzene <2.0 ug/L 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene <0.5 ug/L 


1,1,1-Trichloroethane <0..5 ug/L 


gon 


STATE ‘08! MISSOURI 


Mel Camahan. Govemor ¢ David A Shorr. Director 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


Page 3 
Sample no. 94-C601 
Date 5/13/94 


PARAMETERS 


1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
Vinyl Chloride 
o-Xylene 

m&p-xylene 


WAMmMooounn 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY — TERESA oe 
P.O Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


RESULTS 


ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
ug/L 
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The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with 


Sion of Environm 


ronméntal Servikxes Program 
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edures aper ove” or recognized by the U.S. Environmental 


STATE OF MISSOURI VR EC rtndhan Garging: @ Dante Sie 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
PO. Box 176 fetferson City. MO 65102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
BOB MARSHALL Lab Number: 97-A760 
CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 
Sample Number: 97~A468 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: February 24, 1997 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: January 29, 1997 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: RODEO WELL HOUSE 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


VOC Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichiorof luoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 97-A760 
Report Date: February 24, 1997 Sample Number: 97-A468 


Analysis Performed 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2—-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-—Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chlorobenz 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level ~- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 


H. Long, Director 
@nmental Serxwices Program 


STATE OF MISSOURI Mele urtitin Geovertem © brad V Shore baeeugen 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


DINISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QO ALLEY 
PO Box 176 Jettersan Cuy, MO 04102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 


RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Sample Number: 97-0487 
Lab Number: 97-A2243 


Reported To: JIM HOULIHAN Report Date: 3/17/97 
Affiliation: JCRO Date Collected: 3/12/97 
Project Code: 3404/3000 Date Received: 3/12/97 


Sample Collected by: JIM HOULIHAN, JCRO 
PWS Supply Name: CAMDENTON 

PWS Identification: MO3010130 

PWS County: CAMDEN 

Sampling Location: RODEO WELL 

Sample Description: CONFIRMATION SAMPLE 


Analysis Performed 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
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Page: .2 Lab Number: 97-A2243 
Report Date: March 17, 1997 Sample Number: 97-0487 


Analysis Performed 


cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans~-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n~Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo~3-Chlorobenz 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 
The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 


aved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
ons, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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ervices Program 


fon of Environmemital Quality 


c: TERRY TIMMONS, PDWP 
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= rit 23 1998 
STATE OF MISSOURI VMebeemihie Ceca ¢ Stephon Ub Atditoed Die ctog 


DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOLRGESS 2 osm 
DRA -RESSURCES 


Ree OF 
IHVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL Ot AUKRY UR 
PO. Box 176 Jefferson City, MO 63102-0176 


ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES PROGRAM 
VINCENT COSTA Lab Number: 98-A897 
112 COURT CIRCLE, CITY HALL 
P.O. BOX 1048 
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RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: February 10, 1998 

Date Collected: February 2, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: RODEO WELL, SPECIAL REQUEST 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results MCL 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane < 2 
Chloromethane 

Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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' Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A897 
Report Date: February 10, 1998 Sample Number: 98-B384 


Analysis Performed Results 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: May 7, 1998 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: April 23, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: RODEO WELL 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether 
trans—-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A4983 
Report Date: May 7, 1998 Sample Number: 98-F441 


Analysis Performed Results 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -~ = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: June 8, 1998 

Date Collected: May 21, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: RODEO WELL 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results MCL Units 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane < 2 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert—butyl ether 
trans-l1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 

[ c1is-—1,3-Dichloropropane 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A6301 
Report Date: June 8, 1998 Sample Number: 98-H071 
Analysis Performed Results Units 


trans-—1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -~ = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: June 15, 1998 PWS County: CAMDEN 
Date Collected: June 8, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: RODEO WELL 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


VOC Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A6821 
Report Date: June 15, 1998 Sample Number: 98-F520 


Analysis Performed Results 


Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 
Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES FOR PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES 


Report Date: September 9, 1998 

Date Collected: August 25, 1998 PWS ID: MO3010130 
Sample Location: RODEO WELL 

PWS Name: CAMDENTON 


Analysis Performed Results 


voc Results: 
Dichlorodifluoromethane 
Chioromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
Trichlorofluoromethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl-tert-—butyl ether 
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2,2-Dichloropropane 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
Bromochloromethane 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
1,1-Dichloropropene 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
Dibromomethane 
cis-1,3-Dichloropropane 
Toluene 
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Page: 2 Lab Number: 98-A14823 
Report Date: September 9, 1998 Sample Number: 98-U835 


Analysis Performed Results 


trans-1,3-Dichloropropane 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
1,3-Dichloropropane 
Dibromochloromethane 
1,2-Dibromoethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Isopropylbenzene 
Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,2,3-Trichloropropane 
n-Propylbenzene 
Bromobenzene 
2-Chlorotoluene 
4-Chlorotoluene 
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 
tert-Butylbenzene 
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 
sec-Butylbenzene 
p-isopropyltoluene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
n-Butylbenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloroprop 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
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MCL = Maximum Contaminant Level -- = Not Applicable 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. If 
you have any questions, please contact Mr. Terry Timmons at 573/751-1188. 
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DNR says the order will 
establish a regulatory time 
frame and schedule for the 
manufacturing plant to 
follow, in order to deal with 
potential contamination at 
the plant’s location on Sunset 
Drive. The plan will be 
negotiated between DNR and 
Modine. 

. DNR and city officials 
believe the chemical was 

probably spilled more than a 
decade ago by Modine’s 
predecessor. The plant is 
located across from the 
Mulberry Street well which, 
up until now, has supplied 
most of the city’s water. 

Modine contends the 
chemical has never been used 
in the manufacturing process 
at the Camdenton plant. 

Increased levels of TCE 
have been showing up in the 
city’s water system over the 
last year. Traces started 
appearing as early as last 
summer. Since that time, city 
officials have determined the 
contamination was entering 
the water supply at the 
Mulberry Street well. 

The city is in the process of 
putting together a deal for a 
new well on Hickory Street. 
The well, property and 
engineering is expected to 
run the city about $250,000. 
In the meantime, the 
Mulberry Street well is being 
used as little us possible; 

according to Public Works 
Director Vince Costa. 

TCE is considered to be a 
human carcinogen by the 
International Agency for 
Research on cancer and the 
Environmental Protection 
Agency, depending on levels 
of exposure, duration and 
amounts . 

DNR engineer Chris Kump 


first step in the process of 
determining the nature and 
extent of the TCE 
contamination. Based on 
what is found, clean-up 
measures may be 
recommended. 

“The order requires Modine 
to determine the nature and 
extent of contamination, 
including groundwater, 
resulting from past waste 
handling practices at the 
facility.” DNR spokesman 
Connie Patterson said “The 
order also requires Modine to 
perform a corrective measure 
study and detail a final 
remedy to be applied at the 


TCE is considered to be a ! 
human carcinogen by the | 
International Agency for 
Research on cancer and 

the Environmental 
Protection Agency, 
depending on levels of 
exposure, Curation and 
amounts . 


site. The public will be asked 
for review and comment on 
the proposed final remedy 
prior to approval by DNR and 
implementation by Modine ” 

Modine Manufacturing 
Company has operated the 
Camdénton facility since 
October, 1990. Modine 
manufactures air- 
conditioning coils and feeder 
parts from aluminum and 
copper tubing. The facility 
was previously owned by 
Sunstrand Tubular Products 
from 1974 to 1990. 

Kump said Modine has been 
very willing to work with 
DNR to get the TCE problem 
corrected. 
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1.0 Introduction 


At the request of the Hazardous Waste Program (HWP) a sampling 
investigation was conducted on April 23, 1998, by Eric Sappington 
of the Environmental Services Program (ESP). The purpose of the 
investigation was to collect a water sample from a private well 
located at the Dave Burnau residence, 178 Sunset Drive in 
Camdenton, Missouri. The Burnau home is located across the 
street from the Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. facility. Information 
obtained from previous investigations raised concerns that 
organic solvent contaminants, known to exist in the soils and 
groundwater at the Modine site, may have migrated to the nearby 
Burnau well. 


The private well at the Burnau residence is a secondary water 
source, the primary drinking water source being the Camdenton 
public water supply. There were no samples collected from the 
Camdenton public water supply during this investigation. 


2.0 Site Description and History 
2.1 Site Location 


The Burnau residence is located at 178 Sunset Drive, Camdenton, 
Missouri. The Modine Heat Transfer, Inc. facility is located at 
179 Sunset Drive, directly across the street from the Burnau 
residence. 


2.2 Site Description 


The Burnau home is located in a residential neighborhood adajcent 
to the Modine facility. 


2.3 Site History/Contaminants of Concern 


Previous investigations conducted at the Modine site found 
evidence of organic solvent contamination in both soils and 
groundwater in the vicinity of the manufacturing plant. 
Trichloroethylene (trichloroethene), tetrachloroethylene, 
1,1,1-trichloroethane, and vinyl chloride are among the 
contaminants that have been detected in the soils and/or 
groundwater at the site. 


Further historical or background information regarding the Modine 
Site can be found in the ESP and HWP files. 
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3.0 Methods 
3.1 Field Procedures 


Sample 98-4702 was collected from an outside spigot located at 
the rear of the Burnau residence. Sample 98-4703 was collected 
from the same location as a duplicate to 98-4702. Prior to 
sample collection, the spigot was turned on and allowed to flow 
for 12 minutes in order to purge the stagnant water from the 
pressure tank. According to Mr. Burnau, the pressure tank has a 
capacity of 30 to 40 gallons. Using a stop watch and a graduated 
bucket, the flow rate was calculated at four gallons per minute. 
Thus, 48 gallons were purged prior to sample collection. The 
water was discharged into a storm drain on the Burnau property. 


In order to minimize agitation and aeration at the spigot, the 
flow rate was reduced to a thin stream for sample collection. 

The vials for volatile organic parameters were filled first, then 
the flow rate was increased slightly to facilitate filling the 
one-liter sample containers for semi-volatile organic parameters. 


The sample vials for the volatile organic parameters were pre- 
preserved with a few drops of hydrochloric acid. The containers 
for semi-volatile organic parameters required no chemical 
preservatives. Upon collection, all sample containers were 
labelled and placed immediately on ice in a cooler. 


Clean nitrile gloves were worn for sample collection. 


Modine was contacted prior to the investigation and offered the 
opportunity to collect split samples from the Burnau well. The 
company was initially interested in collecting samples, but then 
declined the offer. 


3.2 Chain-of -Custody 


Each sample container received a numbered label upon collection. 
A chain-of-custody form was then completed which recorded the 
sample number assigned to each container, the description of the 
location of the sample collected, the date and time collected, 
and the parameters to be analyzed. 


The ESP representative maintained custody of the samples and hand 
delivered the samples to the Environmental Services Program in 
Jefferson City where they were relinquished to a sample 
custodian. 
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3.3 Analyses Requested 


All samples were analyzed for volatile organic and semi-volatile 
organic parameters. 


3.4 Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) 


All samples were analyzed in accordance with the general 
requirements and standard operating procedures described in the 
Fiscal Year 1998 Generator/TSD Quality Assurance Project Plan. 


Sample 98-4701 was collected as a trip blank and analyzed for the 
Same parameters as the groundwater samples. 


4.0 Investigation Derived Wastes 


All disposable personal protective equipment generated by the ESP 
representative was returned to the ESP laboratory for proper 
disposal. 


5.0 Observations 


The samples collected from the Burnau private well were clear, 
colorless and had no discernable odor. 


When asked at the time of the investigation, Mr. Burnau was not 
aware of the well characteristics (e.g. total well depth, static 
water level, casing depth, or depth of pump). The ESP did not 
open up the well and made no attempt to measure the well 
characteristics. 


Mr. Burnau stated that he used the private well primarily for 
watering his lawn and that he did not use the well as a source of 
drinking water. There was nothing unusual noted regarding the 
lawn and there were no obvious signs of stressed vegetation 
observed. ; 


The weather on the day of sampling was sunny and warm. 
6.0 Data Reporting 


The analytical results of the sampling investigation are attached 
to this report. 
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In response to a request made by Mr. Burnau at the time of the 
investigation, Eric Sappington provided the sample results to Mr. 
Burnau during a telephone conversation that took place on May 18, 
1998. Mr. Burnau was informed that the level of trichloroethene 
(TCE) in his private well exceeded the Maximum Contaminant Level 
(MCL) for public drinking water supplies. The MCL for TCE is 5 
parts per billion (ug/L). Mr. Burnau was advised not to drink 
the water and was provided with a contact at the Missouri 
Department of Health (Randy Maley) should he have any questions 
regarding the health effects of TCE. 


Submitted by: oe me oe 
Eric Sappington 


Environmental Specialist 
Field Services Section 
Environmental Services Program 


nn slrolax 


Approved by: 


Environmental \Services 


ES: 


C: Chris Kump, HWP 
Bob Hentges, Regional Director, JCRO 


Appendix A 


RCRA Sampling Investigation Report 
Modine Site - Burnau Private Well 
Camdenton, Missouri 
April 23, 1998 


Analytical Results 
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ERIC SAPPING 
ESP 
3735/3000 


Reported To: 
Affiliation: 
Project Code: 


Sample Collected by: 
Sampling Location: 
Sample Description: 


Analysis Performed 


VOA Results: 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Acetone 
Carbon Disulfide 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl Tert-Butyl Ether 
trans—1,2-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2-Butanone 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
2-Hexanone 
Trans-—1,3-Dichloropropene 
Toluene 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene 
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SULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 
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Lab Number: 98-D933 
Sample Number: 98-4701 
May 6, 1998 


Analysis Performed 


1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
4-Methy1-2-Pentanone 
Tetrachloroethene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 

Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
BNA Results: 

Phenol 
bis(-2-Chloroethyl)Ether 
2-Chlorophenol 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
N-nitrosodimethylamine 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
2-Methylphenol 
bis(2-Chloroisopropyl)Eth 
4-Methylphenol 
N-Nitro-Di-n-Propylamine 
Hexachloroethane 
Nitrobenzene 

Isophorone 

2-Nitrophenol 
2,4-Dimethylphenol 
Benzoic Acid 
bis(2-Chloroethoxy )Methan 
2,4-Dichlorophenol 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Naphthalene 
4-Chloroaniline 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
4-Chloro-3-Methylphenol 
2-Methylnaphthalene 
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 
2-Chloronaphthalene 
2-Nitroaniline 
Dimethylphthalate 
Acenaphthylene 
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 
3-Nitroaniline 
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Lab Number: 98-D933 
Sample Number: 98-4701 
May 6, 1998 


Analysis Performed 


Acenaphthene 
2,4-Dinitrophenol 
4-Nitrophenol 
Dibenzofuran 
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 
Diethylphthalate 
4-Chlorophenyl-phenylethe 
Fluorene 

4-Nitroaniline 
4,6~-Dinitro-2-Methylpheno 
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 
4-Bromopheny1l-phenylether 
Hexachlorobenzene 
Pentachlorophenol 
Phenanthrene 

Anthrancene 
Di-n-Butylphthalate 
Fluoranthene 

Pyrene 
Butylbenzyiphthalate 
3-3'-Dichlorobenzidine 
Benzo(a)anthracene 
Chrysene 
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalat 
Di-n-Octylphthalate 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 
Benzo(a)pyrene 
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 


The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
ized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
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RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 98-4702 
Lab Number: 98-D935 


Reported To: ERIC SAPPINGTON Report Date: 5/ 6/98 
Affiliation: ESP Date Collected: 4/23/98 
Project Code: 3735/3000 Date Received: 4/24/98 


Sample Collected by: ERIC SAPPINGTON, ESP 

Sampling Location: MODINE SITE, CAMDENTON, MO, 

Sample Description: BURNAU RESIDENCE, GROUNDWATER, 
PRIVATE WELL 


Analysis Performed Analyzed Method 


VOA Results: 
Chloromethane 
Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Acetone 
Carbon Disulfide 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl Tert-Butyl Ether 
trans~-1,2—-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2-Butanone 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
Chloroform 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
2—-Hexanone 
Trans-—1,3—Dichloropropene 
Toluene 
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Lab Number: 98-D935 
Sample Number: 98-4702 
May 6, 1998 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene . < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
1,1,2~-Trichloroethane < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
4-Methy1l-2-Pentanone < 20.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
Tetrachloroethene < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
Dibromochloromethane < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
Chlorobenzene < 5.0 ug/L ° 4/28/98 8260 
Ethylbenzene < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
Total Xylenes < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
Styrene < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
Bromoform < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 5.0 ug/L 4/28/98 8260 

BNA Results: 

Phenol < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
bis(-2-Chloroethyl)Ether < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
2-Chlorophenol < 5.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
N-nitrosodimethylamine < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
2-Methylphenol < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
bis(2-Chloroisopropyl)Eth < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
4~Methylphenol < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
N-Nitro-Di-n-Propylamine < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
Hexachloroethane < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
Nitrobenzene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
Isophorone < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
2-Nitrophenol < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
2,4-Dimethylphenol < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
Benzoic Acid < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
bis(2-Chloroethoxy )Methan < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
2,4-Dichlorophenol < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
Naphthalene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
4-Chloroaniline < 5.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
Hexachlorobutadiene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
4-Chloro-3-Methylphenol < 5.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
2-Methy lnaphthalene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol < 5.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
2-Chloronaphthalene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
2-Nitroaniline < 5.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
Dimethylphthalate < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
Acenaphthylene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
2,6-Dinitrotoluene < 2.0 ug/L 4/30/98 8270 
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Lab Number: 98-D935 
Sample Number: 98-4702 
May 6, 1998 


Analysis Performed 


3-Nitroaniline 
Acenaphthene 
2,4-Dinitrophenol 
4-Nitrophenol 
Dibenzofuran 
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 
Diethylphthalate 
4-Chlorophenyl-phenylethe 
Fluorene 

4-Nitroaniline 
4,6-Dinitro-2-Methylpheno 
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 
4-Bromophenyl-phenylether 
Hexachlorobenzene 
Pentachloropnenol 
Phenanthrene 

Anthrancene 
Di-n-Butylphthalate 
Fluoranthene 

Pyrene 
Butylbenzylphthalate 
3-3'-Dichlorobenzidine 
Benzo(a)anthracene 
Chrysene 
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalat 
Di-n-Octylphthalate 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 
Benzo(a)pyrene 
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 
Benzo(g,h,1i)perylene 


c: KATHY FLIPPIN, HWP 
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RESULTS OF SAMPLE ANALYSES 


Sample Number: 98-4703 
Lab Number: 98-D936 


Reported To: ERIC SAPPINGTON 
Affiliation: ESP 
Project Code: 3735/3000 


Report Date: 5/13/98 
Date Collected: 4/23/98 
Date Received: 4/24/98 


Sample Collected by: 
Sampling Location: 
Sample Description: 


ERIC SAPPINGTON, ESP 

MODINE SITE, CAMDENTON, MO, 
BURNAU RESIDENCE, GROUNDWATER, 
PRIVATE WELL (DUPLICATE) 


Analysis Performed Results Analyzed Method 
VOA Results: 
Chloromethane 

Vinyl Chloride 
Bromomethane 
Chloroethane 
1,1-Dichloroethene 
Acetone 

Carbon Disulfide 
Methylene Chloride 
Methyl Tert-Butyl Ether 
trans-1,2~-Dichloroethene 
1,1-Dichloroethane 
2-Butanone 
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 
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Chloroform 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 
Carbon Tetrachloride 
Benzene 
1,2-Dichloroethane 
Trichloroethene 
1,2-Dichloropropane 
Bromodichloromethane 
2-Hexanone 
Trans-—1,3-Dichloropropene 
Toluene 
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Lab Number: 98-D936 
Sample Number: 98-4703 
May 13, 1998 


Analysis Performed 


CIS-1,3-Dichloropropene 
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 
4-Methy1—-2-Pentanone 
Tetrachloroethene 
Dibromochloromethane 
Chlorobenzene 
Ethylbenzene 

Total Xylenes 

Styrene 

Bromoform 
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
BNA Results: 

Phenol 
bis(-2-Chloroethyl)Ether 
2-Chlorophenol 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 
N-nitrosodimethylamine 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
2-Methylphenol 
bis(2-Chloroisopropyl)Eth 
4-Methylphenol 
N-Nitro-Di-n-Propylamine 
Hexachloroethane 
Nitrobenzene 

Isophorone 

2-Nitrophenol 
2,4-Dimethylphenol 
Benzoic Acid 
bis(2-Chloroethoxy )Methan 
2,4-Dichlorophenol 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
Naphthalene 
4-Chloroaniline 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
4-Chloro-3-Methylphenol 
2-Methylnaphthalene 
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 
2-Chloronaphthalene 
2-Nitroaniline 
Dimethylphthalate 
Acenaphthylene 
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 
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Analyzed Method 


4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 
4/29/98 


4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 
4/30/98 


Page 3 

Lab Number: 98-D936 
Sample Number: 98-4703 
May 13, 1998 


Analysis Performed 


3-Nitroaniline 
Acenaphthene 
2,4-Dinitrophenol 
4-Nitrophenol 
Dibenzofuran 
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 
Diethylphthalate 
4-Chlorophenyl-phenylethe 
Fluorene 

4-Nitroaniline 
4,6-Dinitro-2-Methylpheno 
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 
4-Bromophenyl-phenylether 
Hexachlorobenzene 
Pentachlorophenol 
Phenanthrene 

Anthrancene 
Di-n-Butylphthalate 
Fluoranthene 

Pyrene 
Butylbenzylphthalate 
3-3'-Dichlorobenzidine 
Benzo(a)anthracene 
Chrysene 
bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalat 
Di-n-Octylphthalate 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 
Benzo(a)pyrene 
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 
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The analysis of this sample was performed in accordance with procedures 
approved or recognized by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 
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STATE OF MISSOURL 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
DIVISION OF GEOLOGY AND LAND SURVEY 
P.O Box 250 111 Fairgrounds Rd. Rolla, MO 65401 


MONITORING WELL INSTALLATION FOR SUNDSTRAND PA/SI 


On July 22-29, 1992, two monitoring wells were drilled at the Sundstrand 
site in Camienton. This site is located in Section 26, T. 38 N., R. 17 
W., in Camden County. These two wells 


downgradient well for the site. 


are an upgradient well and a 


Both monitor the water table which was 


encountered at depths of 160 to 175 feet. The locations of these wells 
are indicated on an attached map. 


In the downgradient well, bedrock was encountered at a much greater depth 
than anticipated, and nominal 8 inch steel surfacing casing was installed 


to a depth of 94 feet. 


This casing was grouted full length with a 2% CaCl 


cement. No surface casing was used in the upgradient well. Both wells 
are campleted in the Gasconade Dolomite. 


In both wells schedule 80 PVC screen with a size 10 slot, 12-20 sand, and 
2" schedule 40 PVC riser pipe was used. 
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COMPREHENSIVE GROUNDWATER MONITORING EVALUATION 
'MODINE-MANUFACTURING COMPANY- 
- @AMDENTON, MISSOURI 


Conducted by 


MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
HAZARDOUS WASTE PROGRAM 
GROUNDWATER UNIT 


CHRIS KUMP 
ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEER 


JANUARY, 1998 


COMPREHENSIVE MONITORING EVALUATION REPORT 
MODINE MANUFACTURING COMPANY 


CAMDENTON, MISSOURI 


Prepared by 


Chris Kump 
Environmental Engjneer 


MDNR HAZARDOUS WASTE PROGRAM 


JANUARY, 1998 


EXECUTIVE MARY 


Modine Manufacturing Company, Camdenton, Missouri produces air-conditioning coils and 
feeder parts from aluminum and copper tubing. The facility was originally owned and operated by 
Dawson Metal Products form 1967 to 1974. Sundstrand Tubular products purchased the facility 
in 1974, and continued operating until 1990. In October 1990 the facility was purchased by 
Modine Heat Transfer, Inc., now Modine Manufacturing Company. Modine is the current 
owner/operator of the facility. 


Before Modine purchased the facility, Sundstrand submitted a closure plan in September 1990 to 
terminate interim status and hold generator status only. The closure plan, with approval from 
MDNR, was implemented in July 1993. Results from the closure plan revealed a release of 
hazardous waste beneath the facility Therefore, clean closure could not be granted. As a result, 
Modine became subject to groundwater monitoring requirements contained in 40 CFR 265 
Subpart F This included the requirement that a groundwater monitoring system be installed to 
determine whether groundwater contamination has occurred due to the storage of hazardous 
waste at the facility. 


This Comprehensive Groundwater Monitoring Evaluation (CME) was prepared as part of 
Missouri’s authorization under RCRA, on behalf of EPA and under the Missouri Hazardous 
Waste Management Law and Regulations to determine the regulatory and technical adequacy of 
Modine’s RCRA groundwater monitoring system. Asa result of this evaluation MDNR has 
determined that: 


l Modine must draft and submit a Sampling and Analysis Plan that adequately defines the 
sampling procedures to be followed by sampling personnel. 


2 The existing groundwater monitoring wells do not adequately determine the rate and 
extent of groundwater contamination at the facility Therefore, Modine must install 
additional monitoring wells 


5) Modine must submit an annual groundwater monitoring report that documents the 
sampling results and activities, operation and maintenance of the groundwater monitoring 
system and the adequacy of the monitoring system at the facility for the year 


I. 


Il. 


IV. 


VIL. 


BJECTIVE AND PE 


I R D 
Facility Location 
Site and Regulatory History 
Regulated Unit Description 
Compliance History 


UOw> 


ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
A. Regional Geology 

B. Site-Specific Geology 

C Site-Specific Hydrogeology 


PERATION AND MAINTENANCE INSPECTI 


A. Sampling and Analysis Plan 

B. Field Sampling and Analysis Procedures 

C. Physical Well Integrity Inspection 

D. Split-Sampling Results 

TECHNICAL GROUNDWATER MONITORING EVALUATION 
A. Assessment of Hydrogeological Characterization 
B. Assessment of Monitoring Well Network 

C Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report Content 
CONCLUSIONS 

A. Sampling and Analysis Plan 

B. Field Sampling and Analysis Procedures 

C. Physical Well Integrity Inspection 

D Split-Sampling Results 

E. Hydrogeological Characterization 

F Assessment of Monitoring Well Network 

G. Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report 
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TABLE 2 
MONITORING WELL COMPLETION DATA 


CASING 
MATERIAL } DIAMETER 


DEPTH 
TO 
SCREEN 


SCREENED 
INTERVAL 


Toc 
ELEVATION 


ae INSTALLED 


Biwi | m2 | pve | oe 
Bfeo [ome | ove | oe 


: 4 MW-3 8/9/95 Steel Surface 
| Casing to 64’, 
: Open Hole 
E 64' to 167 
q 8/11/95 | Steel Surface 


- below ground surface 


DEPTH 


(bes) 


(bgs) 


Open 
None Hole 64' 193.74! 167' 
to 167' bgs 


- Surface Casing Diameter 


Open 


Casing to 44’, 


Hole 44' 
to 158' bgs 


Open Hole 
44' to 158° 


NR - Not Known 


Groundwater monitoring wells MW-3 and MW-4, have shown chronic “insufficient well volume" 
during sampling events. Both wells have shown detectable levels of VOC contamination during 
past sampling events, and it is not clear why they are chronically dry If Modine cannot obtain 
samples from these wells, then a remedy must be sought (i e , redevelopment, well replacement, 


deepening, etc.) to enable collection at these wells 


Special consideration should be given to Modine's close proximity (i e., within a 4 mile radius) to 
at least 130 private and at least | public drinking water well It is important that Modine look at 
the groundwater situation very seriously since any potential groundwater contamination could 
have a direct affect on the health of groundwater users in the area It is for this reason that 


additional monitoring wells to define the limits of potential contamination must be installed in a 


timely manner 
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October 19, 1998 


Mr. Thomas S. Sanicola 
Environmental Engineer 


Modine Manuf: ing C 
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Racine, Wisconsin 53403 


OCT 2 1 199g 
Re: _‘ Final Letter Report HAZA RDOUS wa 
Subsurface Investigation MiSsouR) been FnOGRAM 
Monitoring Well Installation - Former Hulett Lagoon NATURAL Resy MeN OF 
Camdenton, Missouri URCE 


Dam Moore Proj 27397-035-045 


Dear Mr. Sanicola: 


Dames & Moore is pleased to submit this letter report summarizing activities relative to the 
installation of monitoring well MW-S, at the former Hulett Lagoon in Camdenton, Missouri for 
the Modine Manufacturing Company (Modine). The former Hulett Lagoon is located 
approximately 1,000 feet northeast of the Modine facility and appears, based upon the results of 
a previous field fracture survey, to be the source of the observed trichloroethylene (TCE) impact 
to groundwater. The purpose of this investigation was to determine the presence or absence of 
volatile organic compounds (VOCs), in particular, TCE in the groundwater underlying the former 
Hulett Lagoon. 


It is our understanding that the Hulett Lagoon is owned and was operated by the City of 
Camdenton. The lagoon reportedly received wastewater from a number of commercial and 
industrial facilities; including Sundstrand Tubular Products (Sundstrand), the former owners and 
operators of the current Modine facility. 


The subsurface investigation field activities were conducted from July 7, 1998, through July 16, 
1998. A project specific health and safety plan was developed for Dames & Moore personnel and 
a health and safety briefing was held prior to initiation of the work. 

1.0 MONITORING WELL INSTALLATION AND GROUNDWATER SAMPLING 
Layne-Western Company, Inc. of St. Louis, Missouri was subcontracted by Dames & Moore for 


drilling services. The monitoring well was drilled using a truck-mounted hollow stem auger 
drilling rig and an air rotary drilling rig. Following completion, the monitoring well was 
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surveyed for location and elevation relative to the existing monitoring wells at the Modine facility 
by Robert F. Amold & Associates of Camdenton, Missouri. 


The shallow, non-lithified material was drilled utilizing a hollow stem auger drilling rig. Soil 
samples were continuously collected with a two and one half foot long split spoon sampler 
advanced ahead of the augers with a hydraulic hammer. The soil samples were logged by Dames 
& Moore personnel in accordance with the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS). 


Each soil sample collected was stored in a Zip-loc® bag. A photoionization detection (PID) 
reading was taken of the headspace gas in each of the bagged samples by puncturing the plastic 
with the tip of the PID probe. The headspace reading is used to approximate organic vapor 
concentrations. The PID, a Thermo-Environmental OVM Model 580-B, was calibrated daily to 
a 100 parts per million (ppm) isobutlyene standard. There was no field evidence of impact to the 
soil based on the PID readings and olfactory indications in the monitoring well; therefore, no soil 
samples were submitted to the laboratory for analysis. PID readings are presented on the 
monitoring well log. 


Once bedrock was encountered, a temporary casing was set at a depth of 10.5 feet below ground 
surface (bgs) and the hole was re-entered and diamond cored (NX core) to a depth of 
approximately 104 feet bgs. The purpose of the temporary casing was to ensure that water used 
in the coring operation could be recovered and recirculated. Potable water from the City of 
Camdenton public water supply was used as the coring fluid. 


The bedrock was continuously cored using a ten foot NX core barrel. All core material was 
appropriately marked, logged according to standard logging methods, and stored in NX core 
boxes. As each core run was removed from the barrel, the bedrock was field screened using the 
PID. The probe of the PID was run along the length of the core to determine the presence of 
organic vapors. There was no evidence of impact to the bedrock based on the PID readings and 
olfactory indications. A well log is attached to this letter report. 


The original intent had been to core the well to total depth. However, water loss was encountered 
during the drilling process beginning at a depth of approximately 22 feet bgs. Water loss appears 
to have occurred due to the presence of open fractures and void spaces. The water loss problem 
increased as the boring was deepened, so that the coring operation was terminated at a depth of 
104 feet bgs. A total of approximately 5,000 gallons of potable water was lost to the formation. 
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Following coring activities, the hole was re-entered and reamed out to a depth of approximately 
118 feet bgs. Groundwater was encountered at an approximate depth of 105 feet bgs. 


Permanent surface casing was installed in competent bedrock to a depth of approximately 37 feet 
bgs. This depth was chosen in order to case off several void spaces which had been encountered 
during the drilling, notably the void space from 35.0 to 36.5 feet bgs. The monitoring well was 
constructed with schedule 80, two-inch inside diameter, polyvinyl chloride (PVC) casing with a 
0.010 inch slotted screen in accordance with “Missouri Well Construction Rules, June 1996". 
The well is completed with a screen length of thirty feet and contains a filter pack that extends 
approximately four feet above the top of the screen. Approximately five feet of bentonite pellets 
were placed above the filter pack to serve as an annular seal, and were hydrated. Bentonite grout 
was placed in the hole to approximately 10 feet bgs. The remaining depth was completed with 
bentonite pellets to approximately one foot below the top of PVC casing. The well was completed 
approximately two and one half feet above surface grade with a 6-inch diameter protective casing 
surrounded by a two foot square concrete surface pad. A locking cap was placed on the protective 
casing to ensure the integrity of the well. 


Prior to sampling, the well was gauged to assess the groundwater level and determine the volume 
of water to be purged. An attempt was made to air lift the water out during development; 
however, due to the limited water column and the low recharge rate, the procedure was 
unsuccessful. In order to develop the well, approximately 10 well volumes of groundwater were 
removed (approximately 30 gallons). The monitoring well was purged in accordance with RCRA 
Ground-Water Monitoring TEGD guidelines. Purging was done with a dedicated, disposable, 
polyethylene bailer and new poly-rope. The purged water was containerized in an on-site 55- 
gallon drum. 


The well was sampled using a dedicated disposable bailer and new poly-rope. The bailer was 
slowly lowered into the water to minimize agitation. Samples were transferred from the bailer 
to the sample containers in a manner as to minimize agitation and aeration. Personnel conducting 
the groundwater sampling wore a new pair of clean disposable latex gloves. A duplicate sample 
was also collected from the well. The samples were shipped, under proper Chain-of-Custody, in 
an iced cooler by overnight delivery service to Specialized Assays, Inc. and were analyzed for 
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) by EPA Method 8260. 


Measures were taken to reduce the possibility of cross contamination between sampled intervals. 


After each use, the soil samplers were decontaminated with a high pressure wash. Personnel who 
handled tools and collected samples wore a new pair of disposable latex gloves for each sample 
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acquisition. A decontaminated set of augers, barrel rods, and air rotary rods were used for the 
installation of the monitoring well. 


Investigation-derived waste was segregated according to waste type. The purged water was stored 
in a 55-gallon drum which remains stored near MW-5 for future use. The water used in the air 
rotary process and the reamed bedrock material were stored in 55-gallon drums. The drums were 
properly labeled and staged at the facility in a fenced in area on the west side of the building. 
Modine is responsible for the proper disposal of these investigation-derived waste. 


2.0 ANALYTICAL RESULTS 


Soil samples were not submitted to the laboratory for analysis. A groundwater sample and a 
duplicate sample were collected from MW-5 for analysis. Additionally, a water sample was 
collected from the decontamination water holding tank and the coring water holding tank. The 
results obtained for each of the samples are summarized below: 


. Monitoring Well MW-5: The groundwater sample collected from MW-S exhibited 
a concentration of TCE at 484.1 ppb and cis-1,2-dichloroethene at 28.0 ppb. A 
duplicate sample was collected from MW-S which exhibited a concentration of 
TCE of 458.5 ppb and cis-1,2-dichloroethene of 28.2 ppb. 


° Core Holding Tank: The water collected from the core holding tank originated at 
the facility and exhibited a TCE concentration of 3.0 ppb. 


° Decontamination Holding Tank: The water collected from the decontamination 
holding tank originated at the facility and exhibited a TCE concentration of 3.2 


ppb. 


3.0 GROUNDWATER ELEVATIONS 


Groundwater depths relative to top of casing were determined for all five monitor wells on July 
31, 1998. Groundwater depths were determined using a decontaminated Solinst® electronic water 
level indicator. This indicator was decontaminated between each use. The resulting groundwater 
elevations, along with the surveyed elevations of the casing tops are shown in Table 1. 


The groundwater elevations (Figure 1) confirm the generally trough-like configuration of the 
groundwater potentiometric surface, which has been observed in previous gauging events. MW-1 
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is approximately in the center of the trough-like surface. Data from MW-5 demonstrate that 
groundwater is flowing generally to the southwest, in the direction of the Modine facility. This 
flow direction is parallel to the direction of the primary fracture set identified in the 1996 Fracture 
System Investigation. These data strongly suggest that TCE in groundwater beneath the former 
Hulett lagoon is the source for TCE-impacted groundwater at MW-4. 


4.0 GEOPHYSICAL LOGGING 


Dames & Moore contracted with Century Geophysical Corporation (Century) to perform 
geophysical logging of MW-5. This logging was accomplished on July 31. 1998 and was 
witnessed by Ms. Miesche Francis of Dames & Moore. 


The suite of logs run in this well included induction resistivity, gamma ray, and neutron. The 2- 
inch diameter casing size prevented running the density tool. Since the well contained water only 
at the base, acoustic and spontaneous potential logs were not run. Copies of the geophysical logs 
are included as Appendix B. 


The results of the logging are discussed below. All depths discussed _in this section are depth 


below casi except_as noted 


The resistivity log for MW-S indicates metallic casing installed to a depth of 40 feet. Rock 
beneath this casing is shown to be fairly high in resistivity, which is consistent with carbonate 
rock, and fairly uniform. Both the resistivity and the gamma ray curves do not support major 
changes in lithology. A conspicuous gamma ray peak, which corresponds to a resistivity low, 
occurs at 84 feet. This appears to be the same feature observed in all four of the other wells and 
was referred to in the 1996 fracture system report as the “gamma marker”. In all five wells, this 
feature marks the upper boundary of an increase in resistivity. The gamma marker is estimated 
to be approximately three feet thick in MW-5. The neutron response increases for nearly 20 feet 
below the gamma marker, indicating less porous rock. According to the core log, the gamma 
marker corresponds approximately with a fractured, vuggy crystalline limestone, which overlies 
a relatively nonporous grainstone. The structural elevation of the gamma marker is 95.44 feet, 
approximately 30 feet higher relative to the marker at the Modine plant. Therefore, any 
stratigraphic component of flow in the unsaturated zone may be in the direction of the Modine 
facility (Figure 2). 
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6.0 FUTURE TASKS 


Dames & Moore has begun the procedures to conduct a groundwater tracing event at the facility. 
The proper documents have been completed and submitted to the Missouri Department of Natural 
Resources (MDNR) to obtain permission to conduct this trace. As of the date of this letter report, 
Dames & Moore has not received a response from the MDNR. However, dye bugs consisting of 
activated charcoal were placed in all of the on-site monitoring wells (MW-1, MW-2, MW-3, and 
MW-4) for the purpose of background sampling to determine if fluorescein dye exists in the 
groundwater beneath the facility. The dye bugs were lowered in the well column approximately 
half way into the groundwater and left in place for one week. The dye bugs along with a grab 
groundwater sample were collected from all of the on-site wells and a grab groundwater sample 
was also collected from the City of Camdenton Mulberry Well. The samples were placed in 
appropriate containers and shipped via overnight courier to Ozark Underground Laboratory, Inc. 
to determine the presence, if any, of fluorescein. 


7.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 


TCE was detected in the groundwater sample collected from MW-S5 located near the former Hulett 
Lagoon. The concentration of TCE significantly exceeds the Drinking Water Standards and 
Health Advisories level of 5 ppb for TCE. Groundwater appears to flow southwest from the 
former Hulett Lagoon towards the Modine facility. Based upon these results, it is Dames & 
Moore’s opinion that the source of the TCE in the groundwater beneath the Modine facility is the 
former Hulett Lagoon. 
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Dames & Moore is pleased to present this letter report summarizing the activities associated with 
the installation of MW-5 at the former Hulett Lagoon and additional tasks associated with the 
subsurface investigation at the Modine facility in Camdenton, Missouri. If you have any questions 
or comments regarding the contents of this report, please contact either of the undersigned at (314) 
993-4599. 


Very truly yours, gk: ne 


DAMES & MOORE 


D> OSB 


Daniel J. Price, R.G. 
Managing Principal 
St. Louis Office 
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J. Ronald Sides, Ph. D. 
Senior Geologist 
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MwW-1 


MW-2 


MwW-3 


MwW-4 


MW-5 
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A DAMES & MOORE GROUP COMPANY 


Casing 
Elevation 


186.61 
204.26 
193.74 
192.24 


179.44 


TABLE 1 


Groundwater Elevations 

July 31, 1998 

Modine Heat Transfer Facility 
‘Camdenton, Missouri 


Depth to 
Water 


153.75 
166.46 
154.78 
159.46 


104.19 


Groundwater 


Elevation 
32.86 
37.80 
38.96 
32.78 


75.25 


* Elevation references a coordinate system previously established for this project. 
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FIGURE 2 
SUBSURFACE STRUCTURE 
ELEVATION OF GAMMA MARKER 
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ANALYTICAL REPORT 


DAMES & MOORE 7378 Leb Nusber: 98-A83247 
DEBORAH Y. WHITAKER Sample ID: MW05-GW1~-Q1~98 
2135 B. SUNSHINE, SUITE 105 Semple Type: Ground water 
SPRINGFIELD, MO 65804 Site ID: 
Date Collected: 7/16/98 
Project: 27397-035-045 Time Collected: 12:52 
Project Name: MODINE SUBSURFACE INVEST Date Received: 7/17/98 
Sampler: MIESCHE FRANCIS Time Received: 9:00 
Bepost Quan Dil 
haalyte Result dusts Lisit Lindt Vator Date Yise Analyst Method dated 
VOLATILE ORGANICS¢ 
Aestons wD w/l 0.0108 «8,036 2 7/18/98 1:15 G.¥orton 82608 
Densoze yD a9/} 0.0020 0.0020 1 1/38/98 1:35 G.Mozton == 42608 
Bropobensexe wD 89/3 6.0626 «6.0020 1 7/18/98 1:15 Portes 82608 
Brosochloronethane aD 39/1 6.0020 0.0020 1 1/18/88 1:15 C.¥ectos 82608 
Bronofors ¥5 ag/t 0.0020 6.6030 2 7/18/98 1:18 @.Sortos 82608 
Brosonethene np wil 0.0020 6.0020 2 7/18/96 1:18 G.Wortos 82608 
2-Bntasose D mg/h 6.0166 0.0308 3 7/18/98 1:15 G.Sorten 82508 
a-BotyJbenzene yo ag/} 0.0020 «9.0028 3 7/18/98 1:15 G.Rorton 82608 
sec-Buty) banzeus wD ag/) 6.0020 6.6028 7/18/98 3:35 G.Sortos 82608 
t-Baty)beasene wD 39/1] 0.0020 6.0020 1 9/16/58 1:15 G.Nertes 82608 
Carbon disslfide sD ag/l 0.0020 9.0028 1 1/30/98 1:18 G.forton == 8 2608 
Casbos tetrachloride w 39/1 6.0020 6.6020 3 T\O/98 1:15 Gorton 82605 
Chlorobensete wD ug/l ¢.0020 9.0028 1 1/30/98 1:15 G.Mortes «=: B26 0B 
Chicrostbane wD 09/1 6.0020 0.0020 3 1/18/98 1:35 G.Sortos 62608 
2-ChJorosthy] vinylether wm ag/) 0.0020 0.6020 3 7/18/98 1:38 ¢.¥orten 82608 
Chlorofors wD ag/) 0.0020 6.6026 «1 7/10/98 1:58 G.¥ortes 62683 
Chloresetbane ty ag/) 0.0020 0.0078 1 7/18/98 «1:15 G.Morten © 62808 
z7-Chlorotoluene oY 5/1 0.0020 6.0070 1 1/16/98 1:18 G.fortoe 82608 
é-Chisrotoluese MD w/) 0.0026 6.9028 1 T/WO/98 1:15 G.Forton «© -B2608 
1,2-DSbroeo-3-chloropropane &D 25/1 0.0106 0.0300 J 1/16/98 3:35 &.Mortes 02603 
Dibronocblorcsathans 9D ag/} 0.0020 0.0028 1 7418/98 «1:35 G.Borton 2808 
1,2-Didbroscethaze aD 19/1 6.0620 0.0020 1 7/18/98 «1:15 6. Morton «©2608 
vibrosonsthase D es/) 0.0026 0.0020 3 1/30/98 1:25 G.Norton 82608 
1,2-Dichlorobeasene wD ag/2 ¢.0020 0.0020 7/18/98 «1:25 G.Mortes «= 82683 
1,3-Dieblorobgeseze i) a4/) 6.0026 6.0026 1 7/18/98 1:15 C-Borton 82608 
1, ¢-Dicblorodensene wD eg/] 0.0020 0.0020 1 7/38/98 1:18 C.Nortos 82608 
Dicblorodifluorosetbans 1D ag/i 0.0028 0.0020 1 1/18/98 1:15 &-Borton 52608 
1, l-Dicbloroethase uo ag/) 0.0028 9.0026 1 7/18/88 3:15 G.¥ortoz 82603 
1,2-Dichloroathace ) wl 0.0020 6.8028 1 7/10/98 «1:15 G.Worten «=: 82608 
1,1-Dichloreethene wD 2g/} 0.0020 0.0070 1 7/18/98 3:15 G.Sortes 82608 
eis-1,2-Dichlosoethene 0.6280 ag/) 6.0020 0.0026 1 7/18/98 3:15 G.dortos 62608 
trasa-1,2-DiebJoroethese = -¥D 2g/) 0.0020 0.9020 2 1/38/98 3:15 C.Jortoo «= 82603 
1,2-Bicbloropropase aD 4/) 0 6020 «0.0030 1 1/18/98 1:15 C.¥ortes 62608 
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Analyte 
1,3-Dichloropropane 

2, 2-Dichloropropane 
1,1-Dichloropsopess 
cie-1,3-Dichloropzopene 
trans-1,3-Bichloropropess 
Bthylbecsene 
Bezachiorobutadi one 
a-Rezanone 
Isopropylbessene 
4-Ipopropys toluane 
{-Mathy)~2-pentanose 
Methylene chloride 
Tapnthslens 
n-Propplbensers 

Styreus 
1,1,3,2-Petrach}oroathase 
1,1,2.2-Yetracklorcethane 
Tetrachloroethene 
Toluene 

1,2, }-Irichlorobensene 
1,2, 4-frichlorobesnese 
1,1,1-3z{chlorosthane 
1,1, 2-Trichlorcethens 
Trichlorozthese 

1,2, 3-Fricbloropropass 
1,2,4-Yrinothy]bessese 
1,3,5-Triuathylbensese 
Viey) chloride 

Tyleves 
Browodichlocomethare 
Trichleroflscronethase 
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ANALYTICAL REPORT 


Laboratory Number: 98-A83267 
Sample ID: MWOS-GW1-91-98 


Page 2 
Report Qoss oil 
Resolt Units Lipit Liait Factoy Bate 
rt) ag/) 6.0020 9.0020 1 1/18/98 
aD og/) 0.0020 0.6020 3 7/16/98 
wD ag/} 6.0020 0.0020 3 7/10/98 
wD ag/} 6.0020 6.0020 1 1/38/98 
9 ag/l 0.0029 0.002¢ J 14/36/98 
x0 96/1 0.0620 6.0820 1 7/18/58 
uD ag/} 6.0820 0.00278 1 1/18/98 
wo 35/1 0.0100 0.0}00 1 7/18/96 
Ph) afl 6.0020 0,8028 1 7/16/98 
aD ag/) 0.0020 6.0025 1 7/18/98 
wo g/l 0.0100 «0.0100 1 7/16/98 
wD ag/] 0.0020 6.0020 1 1/48/98 
mn ay}? 0.0820 9.9020} 7/18/98 
wD ag/l 0.0020 0.0020 1 7/38/98 
1) g/l 6.8026 6.0029 3 1/18/58 
1D ag/] 6.0029 0.0026 3 1/18/98 
ww 39/) 0.0020 0.0020 1 7/38/58 
aD ug/l 0.00279 0.0020 J 7/38/98 
iy 99/} 6.6020 0.0020 1 3/19/98 
w ag/) 6.0020 6.9028 1 7/18/08 
nD Bs/l ¢.0026 0.0620 1 7/16/98 
mD og/} 6.6020 0.0020 J 7/18/38 
n m/) 0.0020 6.0070 1 7/18/98 
6.4841 95/1 6.0200 0.0020 10 7/20/98 
wD 9/1 0.0020 0.0020 1 7/30/98 
D 59/1 6.0020 0.0020 1} 7/18/98 
yO ag/] 0.6620 9.0020 1 7/18/96 
wD 99/3 6.0020 0.0020 7/10/38 
wD 34/1 0.0020 0.0020 1 1/18/98 
T ug/l 6.0028 (0.0026 1 1/16/58 
wD ag/\ 6.0020 6.66236 2 7/18/98 
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Target Resge 


10. + 13). 
63. - 135. 
73. - 399. 
72. - 190, 


Tine 


1:15 
$:15 
1:35 


ae oop its eee wo Fk te tw ge ae e sees 
per ro ot et OS pt Ot eet Oe Ged Oe eek ee oe Ot Oe 
nr oF at Gt an OF Um we 6 UF On OF LP atts Ut owt Ut on 


~ 
Ce ee ee ee ee 
oe . es of Py . . 


Analyst 


PrCapeesgras evouweere 


6.Kortea 
&.ortes 
&.BOrtes 
¢.Wortos 
6.fortes 
G.Nortou 
G.Fortes 
G.¥ortas 
6.tertes 
§. orton 
6. fortes 
6.Nartos 
€.Sorten 
&.Nortes 
€.¥ortos 
&.Nortea 
6. Wortos 
6.Nortos 
& .Nortes 
C.dertos 
&.Sortes 
6, Jorton 
6 orton 
£.Lostos 
G.Nortes 
6. orton 
¢.fortoz 
G.Jorton 
6. orton 
6.Vortos 
G.Wortos 


AWD AT AAT 


Hetbod = Batch 
$2608 199 
82605 199 
62568 199 
82605 199 
$2608 199 
82608 19 
62608 199 
82603 159 
82608 199 
52508 499 
02508 199 
02608 399 
82608 198 
82508 39) 
$2608 199 
32608 199 
02608 199 
52608 199 
62608 499 
82608 = s«499 
82608 199 
62603 199 
82668 199 
62685 199 
$2608 199 
82508 199 
$2608 199 
92603 189 
92609 199 
82603 199 
62608 199 


TA ws MIAtT tT 
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ANALYTICAL REPORT 


Lab Number: 98~A83248 


DAMES & MOORE 7378 
DEBORAH Y. WHITAKER Sample ID: MWOS-GW1-Q01-98-D 
2135 E, SUNSHINE, SUITE 105 Sample Type: Ground water 
SPRINGFIELD, MO 65804 Site ID: 

Date Collected@: 7/16/3968 
Project: 27397-035-045 Time Collected: 12:52 
Project Name: MODINE SUBSURFACE INVEST Date Received: 7/17/98 
Sampler: MIESCHE PRANCIS Time Received: 9:00 


ge A AO 
Report Quas =O) 
baa)yte Result  Onits Lisit Lisit fector Date Tise Analyst Method Bate 


*VOLATILE ORGALICE* 


7/18/98 1:83 §.Bortos 62603 199 
7/38/98 1:51 G.Sortes 82503 199 
1/18/98 1:53 6.Bortos 82808 199 
1/10/98 3:51 G.Reston 82608 199 
7/18/98 1:51 Morton 82608 139 


4-Chlorotolesse 
1,2-Dibreso-3-ehlorapropase 
Dibrasochlorosstbace 
1,2-Dibrozoethane 
Dibresosathans 


Acetous tt] 9/1 0.0360 §.0700 1/10/58 1:51 G.Nerton 82568 199 
Deasene +] w/) 0.0020 0.6026 7/18/98 1:53 8,Mortox 82608 199 
Bromobess ene 5D ag/} 0.0020 9.0028 1438/98 «1:51 G.Horton 62608 195 
Brosochloressthase wD ag/l 6.0020 0.6026 W098 «3:51 C.Morton § = 82608 159 
Brouofors bi) ag/I 6.0020 0.0629 1/18/88 3:51 G.Nortos 62608 199 
Browpmathase Hy 6/\ 6.0028 6.0020 7/18/96 1:51 G.Wortes 62608 199 
2-Butasoe rT) ag/l 0.0100 0.0108 7/18/98 1:3) G.Horten 83608 199 
s-butylbeasese ip ag/} 0.6020 0.0020 7/38/98 1:51 S.lortes 82568 199 
sec-Butylbepsene wD ¥9/) 6.0020 $.0020 7/18/98 (1:53 €.Vertes 82608 199 
t-Butylbansene "9 u/) 6.0020 6.0626 1/10/98 3:53 G.Sorton 82608 499 
Carbon disulfide tp 9/1 0.0020 © 9.0020 7/18/98 3:51 G.Nogton 82608 199 
Carboa tetrachloride wD ag/) 0.0020 6.0020 7/18/98 1:33 G.Norton 62608 199 
Chiorodessens f ag/l 0.0926 6.0028 7/18/98 13:51 G.Nostoo 62608 199 
Chloroethene 5D ag/1 §.0020 6.0020 1/38/98 1:51 C.Rortos 62608 198 
2-Thloraethylvizylether wD 3/1 6.0026 0.0030 7/30/98 1:5] C.Jorton 82603 199 
Chlorofors D 85/) 6.6928 6.0020 7/18/98 1:52 G.Bortes 62668 199 
Chloressthess nD afi 6.0020 6.0020 9/18/98 1:51 G.Vorten 82608 199 
1-Chlorotolvene nD 34/1 0.0020 0.0026 7/10/98 3:53 G.¥orton 82608 199 

wb 

WD 

wD 

4D 

0D 
1,2-Dicblorcbeasese 5D ug/l 0.0620 0.9020 1/18/98 «1:52 G. Fortes 82608 199 
1,3-Dichlorobeusane iD 39/1 6.0028 6.0020 7/18/98 1:51 G.Worton 62608 199 
1,4-Dichlorobensasz yd og/) 0.0020 9.0026 7/18/96 1:5] G.Worton 82608 199 
Dichlorodiz )coresethase ab a5/} 0.0020 0.0020 1/18/38 1:53 ¢.Morton 62603 199 
1,i-Dichloroethaze wD ag/) 0.0020 6.0028 7/38/98 «1:51 «G-Norten 62608 359 
1,d-DicbJoroatbass Lt w/i 9.0020 0.0020 7/18/96 1:81 ¢.Sorten 82508 199 
1,1-Diebloroetisse ND a9/) 0.0020 9.8026 7/38/98 «2:31 G.Morten © 02608 139 
cie-) ,2-Dichloroetbane 0.0282 g/l 6.0020 0.6020 7/28/98 1:51 G.Morton 62608 199 


1/18/98 1:51 G.Norten 62608 195 
1/18/98 1:51 G.Borten 82608 199 


ot ot Ont 2 2 tnd Gert Ot 2 OO pee tet oe §-* O28 8-* ot 6-2 O-* O-* ft tt ot 0 Ot 8-8 be Ot Fe ee O-* Ot 


trane-1,2-Dacbloroethene yp 99/1 6.5020 5.0020 
1,2-Dichloropropase D 99/1 6.0020 «0.0026 
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SPECIALIZED ASSAYS 


312 PR6718 JUL 21 ‘9S B92 


! 


ANALYTICAL REPORT 


Laboratory Number: 98-A83248 
Sample ID: MWO5-GW1-Q1-98-D 


I 
Di] 


Asalyts 
2,2-Dichloropropste 
1,1-Dichleropropesa 
cle-1,3-Dichioropropene 
trane-1,3-Biehloropropens 
Bthylbersens 
Jezachlorebutadiexe 
2-Sazasone 

Isopropyl bessece 
‘-laopropyltolsese 
4-Hethyl-2-pentazcae 
Methylene chloride 
Baphtbalece 

xe Propylbeasece 

Styrene 
},1,},4-Yetrachloroetbase 
1,1,2,2-Tetracbloroethane 
Tetrechlorcethess 

Toluege 
1,2,3-ftichlorobeszece 
1,2,4-Yrichlorobensese 
1,1,1-?ricblorostbace 
1,1,2-friehlorcetbans 
Trichlozoethene 
1,2,4-Teisethy]beosene 
1,3,5-Srisetby]beasene 
Visy) chloride 

Sylenas 
Brosodichorometbave 
Trichlorofinorosethane 


Wu sete essere areers® 


Page 2 
eport Quas 
Usits Lisit Lisit actor 
5/1 0.0020 0.0020 1 
09/) 0.0026 6.6020 
89/1 06,0020 0.0620 1 
33/1 6.0020 0.0020 1 
35/1 9.0020 6.0070 1 
a3/l 6.0020 «6.0020 1 
ug/l 0.0620 0.0020 } 
ag/3 6.6100 9.0100 3 
3g/1 6.0020 6.6820 1 
83/1 6.0020 0.0020 1 
ag/} 0.0100 «69.0100 1 
afl 0.0020 9.0026 1 
09/1 0.0020 0.0920 1 
39/1 9.8028 6.6020 3 
ag/] 6.6020 6.0020 1 
w/) 6.0020 6.0020 1 
ag/l 0.0026 0.0020 1 
/) 0.0020 9.0820 «1 
2g/} 9.0020 9.0020 1 
ag/1 0.0020 0.0020 
4/) 6.0020 0.0020 1 
ag/1 0.0020 0.0020 3 
ug/l 0.6020 «9.0020 1 
ag/] 6.0285 0.0020 10 
5 /) 0.0020 6.0020 1 
09/1 6.0020 9.6020 1 
ag/} 0.0020 0.0020 } 
ag/l 9.0020 6.0026 ! 
94/} 0.0020 0.0020 1 
4/) 0.0026 9 6020 1 
99/) 0.0020 6.0020 1 


BD = Hot detacted at the report lisit. 
gn sc A 


Surrogate t Recovery 
VOA Susrogate, 1,2-BicbJoroatbace, é4 82. 
WOA Surrogate, Toloene dé 89. 
VOA Surrogats, 4$-Brosoflzorobessexe $0. 
VOA Surrogate, Dibrosof}aoronethace 65. 


C dA ASScPnlace ON/pN.cl re/an Cl QA cA Tl faut) 


Target Range 


a 


Dats 


7/19/48 
7/18/98 
1/18/98 
7/18/98 
7/18/98 
1/18/98 
7/18/98 
1/18/98 
7/18/58 
7/18/98 
7/38/38 
7/18/58 
7/18/38 
7/18/98 
1/18/88 
7/18/98 
3/18/98 
7/18/38 
7/18/98 
7/16/98 
1/18/98 
7/18/98 
7/18/98 
3429/98 
7/18/98 
9/16/88 
1/10/99 
7/18/98 
7/16/98 
7/38/98 
7/18/98 


40, - 131 
a3. - 115. 
73. - 119 
12. + 130 


Tise 


ecwcesss swwcce 


1:5] 
1:51 
1:5) 
1:51 
1:5] 
1:51 
1:83 
1:53 
1:51 
2:5) 
1:51 
1:51 
1:53 
1:5) 
1:51 
3:53 
1:51 
1:5] 
1:51 
3:3! 
1:5) 
1:51 
1:51 
12:57 
1:51 
1:5) 
4:51 
1:53 
1:51 
1:43 
3:5) 


Asalyet 


C.Jorton 
€. fortes 
@.Nertas 
G.Nortes 
¢.¥ortos 
§.Sortor 
&.Sertoe 
&.Worton 
6.Vorton 
6.Bortas 
¢.Bortos 
¢.Borton 
G.Fostos 
C.Wastes 
G.Mortos 
¢.¥ostos 
6. orton 
6.Vertos 
C.Norton 
6.Kortes 
§.¥orton 
¢.Nertos 
¢.lortas 
5. Rortos 
6.¥ottos 
6.Bortos 
6.¥ortos 
6.Nortan 
6. fortes 
6. Nortos 
6.Torton 


Al OT ANT 


Method ated 
p2scy «198 
12608 «= 199 
s260p 199 
rt 
n260n 189 
u2600 199 
12608 = 159 
47608199 
$2600 199 
$2608 199 
g2s08 199 
e260s «198 
12603189 
67608399 
17608199 
82603 199 
82603 199 
a 
02603399 
8260s «199 
$2608 199 
42608199 
s2808 139 
$2608 «1989 
$2603 439 
a26on, 389 
w260n 189 
82603399 
$2608 199 
62608199 
41503198 
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615-726-3606 SPECIALIZED ASSAYS 


DAMES & MOORE 7376 
DEBORAH Y. WHITAKER 

2135 E. SUNSHINE, SUITE 105 
SPRINGFIELD, MO 65804 


Project: 27397-035~-045 


3i2 P@eB/16 JUL 21°98 9:2 


ANALYTICAL REPORT 


Project Nase: MODINE SUBSURFACE INVEST 


Sampler: MIESCHE FRANCIS 


Report 
Analyte Result Ooits Limit 
*POLATILE ONCANICS* 
Acetoze ID B/) 0.0108 
Beosece wD 9/) 8.0020 
Brosobensene wD 85/} 8.6028 
Beonoch} oronethans wo a3/} 6.0628 
Srozofors wD wy/1 6.0028 
Brozonethsce wD wl 6.6020 
2-Botasope iD 39/) 9.0100 
o-Butylbecsene WD ag/) $.0028 
sec-Botylbeasese wD g/) 5.0020 
t-Butylbsqzese Lt) wi 0.0620 
Carbo disulfide aD wi) 0.6026 
Carboo tetrachloride aD a/l 8.0020 
Chlorobansese BD 63/1 9.0028 
Chisroethane 0 93/1 0.0620 
1-Chloroethy]visylether nD wf 0.0020 
Chlorofors rt") 3/1 9,6026 
Chlorcasthaze wD Bo/) 0.0020 
2-Ch}oroto] nene vb 99/1 6.0026 
¢-Chlotateluene 5D asf} 9.6020 
$,2-Dibrono-3-ehloropropese MD 99/1 0.8300 
Dibrosochlorosethane wD w/} 0.0020 
1,2-Dibroasetbane iy w/} 6.0020 
Dibrosonethase uD ag/) 0.0026 
1,2-Dichlorobensepe iD 9/1 0.0026 
1,3-Dichlorobensene D 89/1] 0.0020 
1,4-Dirblorobensese aD 9/3 6.0026 
Dicblorodiflvorozethsoe WB 8y/) 9.0020 
1,1-Dicbloroethane fy wg/) 0.9020 
1,2-Dicbloroetbase w ag/} 5.0020 
1,1-Dichloroethene wD 39/1 0.0020 
cle-1,2-Dichloroethene aD ag/) 0.0020 
trans-1,2-Dichloroetbene xD ag/} 0.0020 
1,2-Dichloropropane aD gf) 6.0029 


O 2 NCCCANINGC AMEN CT Tain OT OR FN Tt tarts 


Ques 


Lab Number: 98-A83249 
Sample ID: TRIP BLANK 
Sample Type: Ground water 
Site ID; 


Date Collected: 

Time Collected: 

Date Received: 7/17/98 
T{me Received: 9:00 


bil 


Limit’ Yactor Date Ties Analyst Method Batch 


ery yr Ty Meet ee TT ee el 


1/18/98 0:0) G.Borton 82608 = 198 
1/10/98 0:01 G.Morton «82603 «199 
1/10/58 6:01 G.¥orton 82608 «= 199 
1/16/98 0:01 G.¥ortos 82603 = «199 
7/18/98 0:01 6.¥ortoo «82602195 
1/10/98 0:01 G-lortes 82603 199 
1/18/98 0:01 G.Rortom 62608199 
1/18/98 0:01 G.Nortes «82608199 
1/18/98 0:0) G.dorton 02608 «198 
1/18/98 0:0) G.Morton = 82608 «199 
1/18/98 8:01 G.Norton 62608 = 199 
7/18/98 8:01 G.Sortes 02603 «199 
1/18/98 0:01 G.Norton 92608 = 159 
110/98 0:01 G.tortos «62608 «199 
1/14/98 0:01 G.Borton 82608198 
1/18/98 8:01 G.Norton 82608 = (199 
7/18/98 0:01 6.Rortes 82600199 
7/18/98 6:61 G.Morteo 82608 199 


1/18/96 0:01 ¢.¥ortes 02603 198 
T/18/96 0:01 G.Vortas 62608 499 
7/1b/98 0:01 G.Serton 82608 199 
7/18/98 0:0) G.Rortoo 82608 199 
7/10/98 0°01 G.Mortes  B2608 199 
7/16/98 0:01 Gorton 62668 199 
1/18/98 9:01 G.Worton 82668 $99 
1/16/98 0:0) G.Motten 82608 199 
7/18/98 0:01 G.Morten 82608 199 
7/16/98 + =9:02 G.Nostes 02608 199 
1/18/98 0:01 G.Rorten 82509 199 
1/18/98 0:01 6.Morton 82608 199 
7/18/98 6:01 C.Wortox 82608 199 
1/18/98 6:01 6.Sorton 82608 199 
7/18/98 0:01 G.Yortes 82508 199 


ok et te tt ee et et eet et et ee et ed ee ee et Oe bet fe tt ed bed ot tee 
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ANALYTIGAUL REPORT 


Laboratory Number: 98-A83249 
Sample 1D: TRIP BLANK 


Page 2 
nt ES 
Report cas Dil 
Asalyte Resvlt Units Limit Lisit factor Date Ties Analyst Method Batch 
1,3-Dichloropropane wD wg/} 6.0020 0.0026 J 7/18/98 8:03 G.Wortcs 62608 199 
2,2-Dichlorepropane Ly 29/} 0.0820 6.06278 J 7/18/98 9:61 C.ortos 62605 198 
1,3-Dichlosopropene aD ag/] 6.0020 6.0028 1 7/10/98 0:61 G.Rortes 82608 199 
Cie-1,3-Dichioropropsse wD 33/1 0.0070 0.0020 1 7/18/98 6:03 Gorton 82608 199 
trans-},3-Dichloropropens ID 29/1 0.0020 6,0020 1 7/18/98 0:0) G.Mortes 82603 199 
Bthylbenceve wD a/) 0.0020 6.0020 } 7/38/98 0:01 G.sorton 82608 199 
Seracbiorabutad iene w ag/} 0.0020 0.6020 3 7/10/98 0:6) G.Mortem 62608 199 
2-Bexqnone yo gg/i 0.0300 9.0300 3 7/18/98 0:01 G.Wertos 82602 399 
Lsopropylbeases¢ wo 55/1 0.002@ 6.0028 1 7/18/98 0:61 ¢.Borton $2608 199 
4-Jsoprepyltolssne aD ag/! 0.0030 9.0020 1 1/98/98 0:61 &.Nortos 82608 159 
4-Nethy]-2-pentanove w ug/l 0.0106 0.0106 1 7/10/98 0:0) ¢.Nortos 82603 195 
Rathyleve chloride ¥D 89/) 0.0020 9.0028 3 7/10/98 0:0) G.Worten 02608 199 
Waphtbsleze Mm ag/? 0.0020 6.0020 1 7/10/98 0:01 C.Worton 82608 199 
n-Propylbensene aD ag/] 6.0628 6.0020 1 7/18/98 0:01 G.Hortes 82608 159 
Styrene ty wil 0.0020 6.0626 1 7/18/98 0:01 €.Wortos 82608 199 
1,1,1,2-Tetrachlorcethase 3D 59/) 0.0020 0.0020 3 7/18/98 0:01 G.Martos 82608 199 
1,1,2,2-Setrachlorcoethane =D wil 0.0020 0.6070 1 7/18/98 0:01 G.Norten 82603 198 
Tetracklorosthase wD 9/1 5.0026 0.0926 4 7/19/98 6:01 G.Hortes 82608 199 
Toluene D 39/) 0.9020 9.0020 2 1/18/58 0:01 G.¥orten 82603 = =—199 
),2,3-Trichlorobensese aD ag/l 0.0020 0.9620 1 7/38/98 0:01 ."orton 82608 199 
1,2, ¢-Trichlorobenseze wD wg/i 6.0020 0.0420 1 7/18/98 0:01 .Sortos 82608 199 
1,1,]-trichloroethase wD 9/) 0.0028 68.0020 3 1/18/98 0:01 C.Morton 82608 199 
1,],2-frichlorostbase D ag/] 6.0020 0.0038 1 7/10/98 6:01 C.Norten 82608 199 
Trichloroethese 45 8g/} 0.0020 6.9026 1 7/18/98 0:61 G.Morteo 82803 193 
1,2,3-TriebJoropropane » ag/l 6.0020 6.0020 3 7/18/98 0:0] G.Borten 82608 199 
1,2,4-Yrinetbylbensese WD 69/1] 0.0020 0.0020 1 1/10/98 0:0) €.Nortos 62608 199 
1,3,5-Trinethylbensene w 2g/) 9,0020 9.0020 1 7/18/98 0:0) 6.Nortos 82608 199 
Viny] chloride nD 39/1 6.0020 6.0020 J 7/18/96 0:01 6.Norten 82503 199 
Tyleses ro) ag/} 0.0020 9.0020 1 7/18/98 0:01 Fortes 82608 199 
Bragodicblorosetbase iD 9/} 6.0026 0.9020 1 1/18/98 6:0) ¢.Sorten 82609 1499 
frichloroflucrozathaxe ® ag/i 0.0026 «8.0020 1 7/18/88 0:0] G.Worten 82608 199 


KD = Sot detected at the report lisit. 
ee ete Ne Na a 


Surrogate $ Recovery Target Rasge 
VOA Sorrogate, 1,2-Dicbloroethase, 24 100. 10, + 132. 
VOR Surrogate, Toloece dB 07. 83. - 118. 
VOA Gurrogate. 4-Bronofluorobeosene 94 13. - 119. 
VON Surrogate, Didrosof lvorosethave gS. 12, + 138. 


L 4d GEESZOLOSE ON/PA SI LSZ/N GI QA CN TL (Net AW CIAAT TC WEN Wats 


Former Hulett Lagoon Site 


- Combined PA/SI -- .«:.-. 
MISSOURI DEPARTMED pororances7 WF: 
Heatdqu 


2901 West Truman Boulevard, PO Bov 180, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102-0180 
Telephone 573/751-4115 @ Missourt Relay Center. 1-800-735-2966 (TDD) 


JERRY M CONLEY, Director 


December 14, 1998 RECEIVED 
DEC 15 1998 


Ms. Julie Kelsey HAZARDOUS WASTE PROGRAM: 
Department of Natural Resources MISSOUR! DEPARTMENT OF 
P. O. Box 176 NATURAL RESOURCES 


Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 


Re: Herculaneum Smelter; Faerber Farm 
aFormer Hulett Lagoon; Highway AF Wells 


Dear Ms. Kelsey: 


Thank you for your letter of November 2, 1998 regarding rare, threatened and endangered 
species within the proposed project area. 


Review of our records show that public lands, sensitive species or communities are known to 
exist on or near the above referenced sites. Please refer to the enclosed Heritage Database 
report for details. This report reflects information we currently have in our database. We provide 
this information for planning purposes only; it should not be regarded as a definitive statement 
as to the presence or absence of rare/endangered species or high-quality natural communities. 
Additional on-site inspections may be needed to verify the presence or absence of such species 
or communities. 


Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment. 


Sincerely, 


MARY LYON 
POLICY ANALYST 
ML:klm 
Enclosure 
COMMISSION 
ANITA B GORMAN RANDY HERZOG RONALD J. STITES HOWARD L. WOOD 


Kansas City St Joseph Plattsburg Bonne Terre 


JEFFERSON CITY, MO 65102-0176 


FORMER HULETT LAGOON 


MO DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
P.O. BOX 176 


The following species and/or natural communities are known to occur on or in the vicinity of the project site: 


Scientific Name Common Name 


4-mile radius - source #1 and #2 

SPIRANTHES OVALIS VAR EROSTELLATA OVAL LADIES’ TRESSES 
AMBYSTOMA ANNULATUM RINGED SALAMANDER 
CHERT SAVANNA 

DOLOMITE GLADE 

CHERT SAVANNA 

TYPHLICHTHYS SUBTERRANEUS 
DOLOMITE GLADE 

DOLOMITE GLADE 

MOIST LIMESTONE/DOLOMITE CLIFF 
ARDEA HERODIAS 

DOLOMITE GLADE 

DRYOPTERIS CARTHUSIANA 
DOLOMITE GLADE 

HEMIDACTYLIUM SCUTATUM FOUR-TOED SALAMANDER 
MYOTIS GRISESCENS GRAY BAT 
LIMESTONE/DOLOMITE TALUS 
DOLOMITE GLADE 

MESIC FOREST 

DRYOPTERIS GOLDIANA 
DOLOMITE GLADE 

DOLOMITE GLADE 

DOLOMITE GLADE 


SOUTHERN CAVEFISH 


GREAT BLUE HERON 


SPINULOSE SHIELD FERN 


GOLDIE'S FERN 


15 river miles, source #1 
MYOTIS GRISESCENS GRAY BAT 


State 
Rank 


Size/ 
Acres 


Township/ 
Range 


037N017W 
038N017W 
037N017W 
037N017W 
037NO017W 
037NO017W 
038N017W 
037N017W 
037N017W 
037NO017W 
037NO017W 
037N017W 
037N017W 
037N017W 
037NO017W 
037N017W 
037N017W 
037N017W 
037N017W 
037N017W 
037N017W 
037NO16W 


038N018W 


December 14, 1998 


Page: 5 


Ownership 


DNR 
PRIVATE 
DNR 
DNR 
ONR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
ONR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
PRIVATE 


PRIVATE 


a 


December 14, 1998 ? 
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MO DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


FORMER HULETT LAGOON 


Additional in formation for planning purposes: 


Gray bats are likely to occur in the project area, as they forage over streams, rivers, and reservoirs in this part of Missouri. 


Pallid sturgeons are big river fish that may range widely in the Mississippi River and Missouri River system. Because the preferred habitat and 
range of the species are unknown, any project that modifies big river habitat or impacts water quality should consider the possible impact to pallid 
sturgeon populations. 


Overwintering bald eagles may occur in the project area, as they are common winter residents in big river habitats and major lakes where they feed 
on fish. 


Public land in the 4-mile radius, source #1 and #2: 

Camdenton Conservation Service Center Missouri Depratment of Conservation 

Ha Ha Tonka State Park Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
Ha Ha Tonka Savanna Natural Area Missouri Department of Natural Resources 


Public land along 15 river miles, source #1: 
Larry Gale Access Missouri Department of Conservation 


FEDERAL STATUS - The federal status 1s derived from the provisions of the federal Endangered Species Act, which is administered by the U.S Fish and Wildlife Service. The 
Endangered Species Act provides federal protection for plants and animals listed as Endangered or Threatened. E = Endangered, T = Threatened, C = Candidate for Federal listing. 


STATE STATUS (E) - the state status 1s determined by the Department of Conservation under constitutional authority. Rule 3CSR10-4.111Endangered Species of the Wildlife Code of 
Missoun and certain state statutes apply to state Endangered species 


STATE RANK - A numeric rank of relative endangerment based pnmanly on the number of occurrences of the species within the state of Missoun. S1 = Critically imperiled in the state, 
S2 = imperiled in the state, S3 = Rare and uncommon in the state 


Heron rookeries, eastern collared lizard populations, natural communities and geologic features are recognized as sensitive biological resources and may also appear on this report 


IN REPLY REFER TO. 


sal Hulett Lagoon Site 
_ Combined PA/SI 
United States Department of the J: Reference 58 


FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Ecological Services 
Columbia Field Office 
608 East Cherry Street, Room 200 
Columbia, Missouri 65201 
Tel: 573/876-1911 Fax: 573/876-1914 


FWS/AES-CMFO 


DEC 18 1998 


Ms. Julie B. Kelsey 

Department of Natural Resources 4 be 
Hazardous Waste Program 

P.O. Box 176 

Jefferson City, Missouri 65102-0176 


Dear Ms. Kelsey: 


This letter is in response to your November 2, 1998 letter asking the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) for information on the presence of 
federally-listed threatened and endangered species, sensitive environments, 
and wetlands which may be present at or near the Herculaneum Smelter in 
Johnson County (Township 41N, Range 5E, Section 29), the Faerber Farm in 
Gasconade County (Township 45N, Range 4W, Section 6), the former Hulett Lagoon 
in Camden County (Township 38N, Range 17W, Section 24), and the Highway AF 
Wells in Franklin County (Township 40N, Range 2W, Section S). This response 
is provided by the Service under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.), the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S C. 4321-4327), and the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (16 U.S.C 1531-1543). 


None of the sites being investigated appear to impact State or Federal fish 
and wildlife lands or facilities, nor do they impact lands which were acquired 
or are managed with Federal grant-in-aid assistance under the Wildlife 
Restoration Act (Pittman-Robertson Act, Public Law 75-415) or the Fish 
Restoration Act (Dingell-Johnson Act, Public Law 81-681). 


Herculaneum Smelter and Faerber Farm 


Both the Herculaneum Smelter and the Faerber Farm are in close proximity to 
the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers and habitats associated with the 
federally-listed endangered pallid sturgeon (Scaphirhynchus albus), threatened 
Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), endangered Interior Least Tern (Sterna 
antillarum athalassos), and endangered Piping Plover (Charadrius melodius), 
which occur aiong either river during certain times of the vear Due to the 
proximity of the Faerber Farm to the Missour. River and the pro«imity of the 
Herculaneum sit2 to Jefferson County, the federail,-listed endangered indiana 
bat (Myotis sodalis) might also occur 
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Major threats to this species include habitat destruction, over harvest, and 
pollution. Though more research is necessary, it is suspected that pollution 
of the Missouri River by organic wastes coming from cities, livestock 
impoundments, industrial areas, and packing houses have negatively affected 
populations as sites such as these have increased over time and occur in 
nearly 45% of the pallid sturgeon’s range. 


In addition, elevated polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB’s), cadmium, mercury, and 
selenium have been detected in tissue samples collected from pallid sturgeon 
in the Missouri River. Other contaminants, such as chlordane, DDE, DDT, and 
dieldrin have also been detected. Abandoned landfills, mines, sewage 
treatment plants, and industries all have high potential to contaminate pallid 
sturgeon habitat. 


Bald Fagle 


The federally-listed threatened Bald Eagle frequently winters in forested 
habitat along the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers. Bald Eagles generally 
prefer the largest trees (> 12 inches diameter at breast height) for perching 
and roosting. They generally forage on fish, dead and dying waterfowl, and 
carrion. Wintering populations have been increasing in Missouri, although 
counts fluctuate widely from year to year dependent upon ice over in the 
northern part of the eagle’s range. Nesting Bald Eagles are also increasing, 
but to date, no nest sites are near either the Herculaneum or Faerber sites. 


Eagles can be adversely affected by heavy metals, bacteria, and other 
contaminants. Due to the scavenger behaviors of the eagle, they often feed on 
dead or dying prey which may have been poisoned in some way or may have 
elevated bacterial levels. In such cases, eagles can be affected through a 
secondary pathway in the food chain which could harm or kill individuals. 
Direct toxic effects of organochlorines such as dieldrin, endrin and DDT have 
also contributed significantly to declines in eagle populations. 


Interior Least Tern 


The federally-listed endangered Interior Least Tern currently nests in the 
Bootheel region of Missouri along the Mississippi River. Terns presently use 
the Missouri River as a migration corridor from nesting sites in Nebraska and 
the Dakotas. During these times, May and between August and early September, 
birds are seen more frequently. They may use shallow, seasonal wetlands 
located in the Missouri River floodplain to rest and forage. The primary 
cause of decline for Interior Least Terns is habitat destruction and 
predation, though elevated levels of heavy metals have been found in egg 
tissue taken from the bootheel nesting grounds (Charbonneau, pers. comm). 


rae 1 


The federally-listed threatened Piping Plover occur in Missouri as transients 
during migrational periods to wintering grounds on the Gulf Coast and are 
predominantly from the Northern Great Plains population. Piping Plovers do 
not nest in Missouri, and historical records do not indicate they ever did 
(Fish and Wildlife Service, 1988). Birds only occur very rarely between April 
and May and August through September during migrational flights. Mud flats, 
sand bars, and wet open fields on or near the Missouri River floodplain may be 
utilized during this period for rest and foraging. The primary cause for 
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Piping Plover decline is habitat destruction, prédation, and human 
disturbance. 


Indiana bat 


The federally-listed endangered Indiana bat may also occur near these two 
sites. Indiana bats spend the winter hibernating in caves in the Ozarks. 
During April and May, females migrate north and establish small maternity 
colonies in suitable sites within wooded riparian areas, floodplain forests, 
or upland woodlots. Maternity roost sites tend to be in dead or dying trees 
greater than 9 inches in diameter at breast height and with loose or 
exfoliating bark. Trees most likely to have loose or exfoliating bark are 
dead oaks, hickories, elms, green and white ash, silver maple, and eastern 
cottonwood, or living shagbark hickory. Preferred roost sites are located in 
forest openings, at the forest edge, or where tree canopy is sparse, and 
within 1 km (0.6 mi.) of water where they forage on flying insects. Indiana 
bats continue to decline in parts of its range, including Missouri. Reasons 
for decline are habitat disturbance/destruction, deforestation, stream 
channelization, and pesticides. 


Finally, both the sturgeon chub (Macrhybopsis gelida) and sicklefin chub (M. 
meeki) have been proposed as Candidates for listing and occur in the 
Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. To date, they have no protection under the 
Endangered Species Act, and are provided here for your information only. Both 
the sicklefin and the sturgeon chub are close associates, occupying the open 
channels of swift, large, turbid rivers over sand and fine gravel. Neither 
species have ever been abundant in the Missouri River but are more common in 
the lower 300 miles of the river. 


Former Hulett Lagoon 


No federally-listed threatened or endangered species occur directly on this 
site, however, Bald Eagles do winter at the Lake of the Ozarks. Please see 
our comments above regarding habitat and life history traits of wintering Bald 
Eagles. 


Highway AF Wells 


The federally-listed endangered Indiana bat has been documented at Meramec 
State Park. The three creeks listed are not within the same watershed as the 
Meramec, however, during the summer roosting period, Indiana bats may utilize 
habitats along each creek as they migrate north. See our comments above 
regarding Indiana bat habitat and life history traits. 


The federally-listed endangered gray bat (Myotis grisescens) also has been 
documented in cave habitats at Meramec State Park. The gray bat occupies a 
limited geographic range in limestone karst areas of the southeastern United 
States, including Missouri. With rare exception, the gray bat roosts in caves 
year-round. In winter, most gray bats hibernate in vertical (pit) caves with 
cool, stable temperatures below 10 degrees Celsius. Summer caves, especially 
those used by maternity colonies, are nearly always located within a kilometer 
(0.6 mile) of rivers or reservoirs over which bats feed. The summer caves are 
warm with dome ceilings that trap body heat. Most gray bats migrate 
seasonally between hibernating and maternity caves, and both types of caves 
are located in Missouri. Gray bats are active at night, foraging for insects 
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over water or along shorelines, and they need a corridor of forest riparian 
cover between roosting caves and foraging areas. They can travel as much as 
20 kilometers (12 miles) from their roost caves to forage. 


We are concerned about the water quality of Spring Creek, Winsel Creek, and 
the Bourbouse River due to the presence of many mussel “species of concern”. 
The sheepnose (Plethobasus cyphyus), snuffbox (Plagiola triquetra), and 
scaleshell (Leptodea leptodon) all occur in the Bourbeuse river near the 
Highway AF Wells. Mussels are extremely sensitive to pollutants and heavy 
metals, including pesticides, runoff from agricultural fields, livestock 
wastes, mine tailings, industrial pollutants, and heavy organic loads from 
sewage. Again, each of these mussel species currently have no protection 
under that Endangered Species Act and they are provided here for your 
information. 


If you have not already done so, please contact the Missouri Department of 
Conservation regarding Missouri species of conservation concern (Planning 
Division, P.O. Box 180, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102). 


Wetlands 


Because your letter did not identify the specific site locations, we can only 
comment on wetlands in general. There are numerous small farm impoundments 
within the sections identified in your letter. Though these may have wetland 
characteristics, the Service is primarily concerned with naturally occurring 
wetlands. Most wetland habitat near these sites can be found along streams 
and within the floodplains of major rivers. The Service’s National Wetland 
Inventory (NWI) maps are available for all of Missouri and may help you 
identify wetlands and other aquatic habitats near each site. NWI maps for 
approximately the northern two-thirds of Missouri are available free of charge 
in digital form over the Internet at: http://www.nwi.fws.gov. You can also 
order paper NWI maps through the U.S. Geological Survey’s Earth Science 
Information Center (ESIC). For information and NWI map availability, call 
ESIC’‘s toll free number 1-800-USA-MAPS. Orders and payment for NWI maps in 
Missouri should be sent to: 


USGS/ESIC 

Mid Continent Mapping Center 

1400 Independence Road, Mail Stop 231 
Rolla, Missouri 65401 

(573) 308-3500 


Thank you for contacting the Service for the opportunity to review this 
project. Please contact Ms. Kelly Srigley Werner of my staff at (573) 876- 
1911 ext. 112 if you have further questions or need additional assistance. 


Sincerely, 


PERK aunte 


R. Mark Wilson 
Field Supervisor 
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SEnary WELCOME! UIC 
MABLE/Geocorr Geographic Correspondence Engine 
Version 3.01 


[OSEDA Mirror] | [SEDAC Mirror] | [CENSUS Mirror] 


This application allows you to access the MABLE geographic data base and to generate custom 
“correlation lists" as reports and/or files. 
Help | Examples | Usage Notes 
Output Samples | New in V3 | Articles | Future 


This form has 5 main sections, Only the first 2 are required. 


that you hold down the ctrl key while clicking before it will recognize multiple selections. 


8 Input Options 


Select state(s) to process. (Limit of 5 states on weekdays, 7 AM - 6 PM) 
(Required Option) 
Random Pick 2 


For background information and help with any of the geographic codes 
used in the MABLE database (source/target geocodes) consult the file: 
® MAGGOT ® 
(Master Area Geographic Glossary Of Terms) 


Select "SOURCE" Geocode(s) Select "TARGET" Geocode(s) 


http://www.oseda.missouri.edu/plue/geocort/ 3/4/99 
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Entire Universe [no code] 

State (1990) 

County (1990) 

County Subdivision: MCD (1990) 
Place: City, Town, Village, etc. (1990) 
Census Tract/BNA (1990 

Census Block Group (1990) 

Census Block (1990) (+) 

5-digit Postal ZIP Code (circa 7/1991) 
Concentric Ring Pseudo-Geocode (*) 
ibe Unit Code: HUC (***) 
Urban- Rural Portion (1990) 

Metro Area: MSA or CMSA (1990) 
Primary MSA; PMSA (1990) 
Urbanized Area: UA (1991) 
Congressional District: 102nd (1990) 
Congressional District: 103rd (1992) 
PUMA: Code A, 5% Sample (PUMS 1990) x 


Notes: 


Page 2 of 5 


Entire Universe [no code] 


State (1990) 

County (1990) 

County Subdivision: MCD (1990) 

Place: City, Town, Village, etc. (1990) 

Census Tract/BNA (1990) 

Census Block Group (1990) 

Census Block (1990) (+) 

5-digit Postal ZIP Code (circa 7/1991) 
Concentric Ring Pseudo-Geocode (*) 
Pyne Unit Code: HUC (***) 

Uris: Rural Portion (1990) 

Metro Area: MSA or CMSA (1990) 

Primary MSA: PMSA (1990) 

Urbanized Area: UA (1991) 

Congressional District: 102nd (1990) 
Congressional District: 103rd (1992) i 
PUMA: Code A, 5% eSerinis PMs hs a oa 


a you chose census s block then. your may not choose n more than 5 states. 


* If you chose "Concentric Ring Pseudo-Geocode" from either list (above) then you must specify 
the "Point and Distance" or "Ring | Geocode" options below. 


** The 95 MSA and PMSA codes are not available in New England. NECMA95 codes are available 


only for New England. 


*** Hydrologic Unit Codes are normally 8 digits, but you can specify keeping only the first 2 2, 4 or 6 
(region, subregion and accounting units). These codes not available for Alaska and Hawaii. 


e Digits of Hydrological Unit Codes to keep: 


Weighting Variable: 


Cao Cat ¢& 8 


Specify the weighting variable to use for determining the portion of 


the source geocodes corresponding to the target 
Population (1990 census) 
Land Area (square km) 


eacodes: 


ts Ignore Census Blocks with 
a value of 0 for the weighting 
variable. 


Housing Units (1990 census) 


® Output Options 


1, S 
Have weighted centroids 


calculated and kept on the 
output file(s) 


http://www.oseda.missouri.edu/plue/geocorr/ 


Generate 2nd allocation factor 
(AFACT2): portion of target 
geocodes in source geocodes 


a 

Sort by target geocodes, then 
source geocodes (default is by 
source, then target) 


3/4/99 
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You have your choice of 2 output formats: a comma-separated-value (".csv") file and/or a report 
format ("Ist") file. For each file you can specify whether you want just the geographic codes, or the 
codes and the names associated with them (where applicable), or just the names. 


Comma Separated Value File _ Listing File 


Generate a CSV file ss Generate a listing file 


Just Codes (No Names) i t Cod lames) _ 
Codes and Names Codes and Names 
Just Names (No Codes) Just Names (No Codes) 


; following apttons further limit criteria set above 
® Point-and-Distance Options 


Specify a point (location) and distance to be 
used as filter: 

Value for radius of Circle or radius of largest (In miles, unless you check There to specify 
Ring: fe kilometers.) 

(See just below for links to help find coordinates.) 


Coordinates of Point: p8-o1183 degrees latitude, [p2. 75472 degrees 


longitude. 
Label of Point: | (optional) 
Define Ring criteria specifying only one of the following two options: 


Either: # of equi-distant rings (integer value between | and 10). Radius specified above will be 
divided by this to derive width of each Ring. 


Or: Specify your own custom list of up to 10 ring radii values in ascending order (values must be 
greater than zero, may be fractional, and largest should equal the radius of the Circle specified 
above): 


#iP-?5 wP> wh wP  aesP 
#6 F #7 #8 | x9 | #10 


Links are provided here to facilitate obtaining coordinates for your location. See the HELP file 


http://www.oseda.missouri.edu/plue/geocort/ 3/4/99 
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for more detailed information. 

« The ETAK Eagle geocoder site lets you enter a street address or street intersection. It displays 
the coordinates as well as a long list of geographic codes (and will also draw you a map of the 
area about the point.) 

¢ To get the coordinates of any ZIP code or city use Chris Stuber’s Gazetteer 

e To view the region of interest try his Tiger Map Server 
page. 

« An alternate site for street addresses or street intersections is the Yahoo Map Server (but you'll 
need to see the help to find lat-long coordinates). 

e View county names on state level maps, check the Census Bureau's Map Stats 


Note: If you specify a lat-long location the variable "distance" will be added to your output. This 
requires that weighted centroids also be calculated (set automatically). The "distance" variable will be 
between the weighted centroid and the specified Point. If you specify Ring Pseudo-Geocodes then 
distance and weighted centroid values will not be calculated or stored (because weighted centroids of 
donuts are misleading), 


® Bounding Box Filter Option 


If you want to limit processing to blocks with center points that fall in a specified rectangular area 
you can enter the coordinates for such a "bounding box" next. 


Define the "bounding box" coordinates in decimal degrees: 


| Northern-most | : Southern-most 


Latitude Latitude 
| Western-most | Eastern-most 
Longitude Longitude 


®@ Process time for large areas may be several minutes. 
_ “Reset Defaults Run Request 


a 
te 


NOTE: The rest of this form allows you to specify options that will limit the geographic universe to 
be processed. If you just want to process the entire state(s) that you have selected then you can ignore 
the rest of this form and submit your request now. 


® Geographic Filtering Options 


You can specify any or all of 3 types of geography to limit the universe to be processed. You may, for 
example, only want to see a file with geography for a set of counties, or for a specific metro area (or 
areas), or possibly for a city (place), You can do so by entering the appropriate FIPS (Federal 
Information Processing Standard) codes in the text entry boxes that follow. If you need to "look up" 
the codes you can click on the links to the code-list files in each section. 


By default, if you specify more than one kind of geography here then the application assumes that you 
want to "and" the selections, keeping only areas that satisfy all criteria. For example, if you specified 
three counties and a metro area, you would only get data based on blocks that were in both the 
counties and the metro area (i.e. the intersection of the selected areas.) To override this default and 


http://www.oseda.missouri,edu/plue/geocorr/ 3/4/99 
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choose geographies that satisfy any (rather than al/) of your select criteria - CLICK HERE: J 


All selections made below are in addition to the state-level or distance-based filtering which you 
specified above 


County codes . Enter 5-digit FIPS county codes with leading zeroes separated by blanks. You may 
enter 3-digit codes if you selected only one state. Your output will be limited to the counties 
specified. 

Examples: 


e 29189 29510 17163 17119 (selects 4 counties in 2 states) 


« 005 017 049 (selects 3 counties from the single state selected) 


Metro Area codes, Enter 4-digit FIPS metro area codes with leading zeroes separated by blanks. 
MSA, CMSA and PMSA codes may be used (4-digit only). The 1990 definitions will be used. Your 
output will be limited to the metro areas specified. New England NECMA codes can not be used. 
Examples: 


« 3760 1602 (Selects Kansas City MSA and Chicago CMSA) 


Place codes. Enter 7-digit FIPS place codes with leading zeroes separated by blanks. You can enter 5- 
digit codes if only one state has been selected. Your output will be limited to the official city limits of 
these cities as of the 1990 census. 

Examples: 


e 70520 70545 70550 53780 06020 


(Saginaw City, Saginaw Township North and South, Midland, Bay City, Ml) 


| Top | SEDAC | UMSL UIC | FTP Archive | DD Viewer | Credits | Comments and Suggestions | 


Last Update: 09-22-98 


http://www.oseda.missouri.edu/plue/geocorr/ 3/4/99 
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geocorr3 3.03 Rev. 99/01/15 / Process: 23822 (OSEDA/UIC, U. of Missouri) - Run 0 
Listing of Geographic Correlations 


COUNTY TRACT RING POP AFACT 
29029 9505.00 0.25 180 0.053 

0.50 696 0.204 
29029 9504.00 1.00 0 0.000 
29029 9505.00 1.00 1267 0.371 
290239 9504.00 2.00 117 0.167 
29029 9505.00 2.00 983 0.288 
29029 9508.00 2.00 ie) 0.000 
29029 9503.00 3.00 83 0.311 
29029 9504.00 3.00 134 0.191 
29029 9505.00 3.00 283 0.083 
29029 9506,00 3.00 198 0.391 
29023 9508,00 3.00 582 0.561 
29029 9503.00 4.00 184 0.689 
29029 9504.00 4,00 451 0.642 
29029 9505.00 4.00 6 0.002 
29029 9506.00 4.00 308 0.609 
29029 9508.00 4.00 456 0.439 


http://www.oseda.missouri.edu/cgi-bin/plue/geocorr/cgis/browse?/home/henk/plue/.../geocorr3.ls_ 3/4/99 
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APPENDIX E 


SAHPLE PERMIT APPLICATION FORM 


Note: Please read all attached fnstructions prior to completing this 
application, 


SECTION A - GENERAL INFORMATION 


Li Facility Name: MODINE HEAT TRANSFER, INC. 
MODINE MANUFACTURING COMPANY 


a. Operator Name: 


b. Is the operator identified in l.a., the owner of the facility? 
Yes (X] No [ J] © 


If no, provide the name and address of the operator and submit a copy 
of the contract and/or other documents indicating the operator’s 
scope of responsibility for the facility. 


2. Facility Address: 
Street: _SUNSET DRIVE 
City: CAMDENTON State: MO Zip: 65020 
3. Business Mailing Address: 
Street or P.O. Box: P.O. BOX 636 , 
City: CAMDENTON  CStptte: «=__ MO Zip: __ 65020 
4, Designated signatory authority of the facility: 


{Attach similar information for each authorized representative] 


Name: _GAYLORD OLSON 

Title: PLANT MANAGER 

Address: P.O. BOX 636 

City: CAMDENTON State: MO Zip: 65020 "| 


Phone #: 314-346-5693 


5. Designated facility contact: 
Name: DONAVON MANS 
Title: PLANT ENGINEER 
Phone #: 314-346-5696 
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SECTION B - BUSINESS ACTIVITY 


1. If your facility employs or will be employing processes in any of the 
industrial categories or business activities listed below (regardless of 
whether they generate wastewater, waste sludge, or hazardous wastes), 
place a check beside the category of business activity (check all that 


apply). ; 
Industrial Categories* 


]} Aluminum Forming 

] Asbestos Manufacturing 

} Battery Manufacturing 

] Can Making 

]} Carbon Black 

] Goal Mining 

] Goil Coating 

] Copper Forming 

] Electric and Electronic Components Manufacturing 
] Electroplating 

]) Feedlots 

] Fertilizer Manufacturing 2 

] Foundries (Metal Molding and Casting) 

] Glass Manufacturing 

] Grain Mills © 

] Inorganic Chemicals 

} Iron and Steel | 

] 
] 
] 


X 

Leather Tanning and Finishing 
x] Metal Finishing 
Xx] Nonferrous Metals Forming 


] Nonferrous Metals Manufacturing 

] Organic Chemicals Manufacturing 

]) Paint and Ink Formulating 

] Paving and Roofing Manufacturing 
] Pesticides Manufacturing 

] Petroleum Refining 

] Pharmaceutical 

] Plastic and Synthetic Materials Manufacturing 
]) Plastics Processing Manufacturing 
]) Porcelain Enamel 

] Pulp, Paper, and Fiberboard Manufacturing 
} Rubber 

]} Soap and Detergent Manufacturing 

] Steam Electric 

] Sugar Processing 

] Textile Mills 

] Timber Products 


RS Se oes hn Me a ee a Ese 
9/15/89 ¢ E-2 
NOTE: Although we do several of the above operations, it has been 
determined that we are required to operate under the Metal Finishing 
EPA catagorical standards. All chemical wastewaters are a result of 
chemical cleaning and etching of aluminum and copper material. 
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A facility with processes inclusive in these business areas may be 
covered by Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) categorical 
pretreatment standards. These facilities are termed “categorical users". 


2s Give a brief description of all operations at this facility including 
primary products or services (attach additional sheets if necessary): 
: ma eee : 


and feeder parts for original equipment manufacturers of heating, air 
conditioning and refrigeration equipment. 


3. Indicate applicable Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) for all 
processes (If more than one applies, list in descending order of 
importance. ): = 


a. 3585 
b. 
c. 
d, 
e, 
4, PRODUCT VOLUME: 
PAST CALENDAR YEAR ESTIMATE THIS CALENDAR YEAR 
PRODUCT Amounts Per Day Amounts Per Day 
(Brandname ) (Daily Units) (Daily Units) 
(levels with others 
(and no u.l) Average Maximum Average Maximum ~ 
COILS 750 1000 1000 1500 
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SAMPLE PERMIT APPLICATION FORM 


ee een a LE 


SECTION G - WATER SUPPLY 


1. 


Water Sources: (Check as many as are applicable) 


{ ] Private Well 

{ ] Surface Water 
{XK ] Municipal Water Utility (Specify City): 
{ ] Other (Specify): 


Name on the water bill: 


Nemes MODINE HEAT TRANSFER, INC. 
Street: SUNSET DRIVE 


City: _CAMDENTON State: MO 


Water service account number: Meter # 2-166 


List average water usage on premises: 
(New facilities may estimate] 


Average Water 
Tyve Usage (GPD) 


1902 


a. Contact cooling water 


2451 


b. Non-contact cooling water 


c. Boiler feed 7 
d. Process 5612 
e. Sanitary phd 
£. Air pollution control 93 
Contained in product 

h. Planet and equipment washdown 
1. Irrigation and lawn watering 365 
j. Other 

PRETREATMENT REAGENT 

DILUTION 544 
k. TOTAL OF A-J © 12921 


MODINE HEAT TRANSFER, INC. 
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CAMDENTON, MO. 


Zip: 65020 


Indicate 
Estimated (E) or 
Measured (M) 


(E) 
(E) 


(E) 
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SECTION D - SEWER INFORMATION 


1. a. For an existing business: 


Is the building presently connected to the public sanitary sewer system? 
Based On 

{X] Yes: Sanitary sewer account number Meter # 2~166 

{ ] No: Have you applied for a sanitary sewer hookup? { ] Yes [ ] No 


b. For a new business: 


(1). Will you be occupying an existing vacant building (such as in 
an industrial park)? [ ] Yes [ ] No 


(ii). Have you applied for a building permit if a new facility will 
be constructed? [ ] Yes [ ] No 


(iii). Will you be connected to the public sanitary sewer system? 
( ] Yes [ ] No 


va List size, descriptive location, and flow of each facility sewer which 
connects to the City’s sewer system. (If more than three, attach = 
additional information on another sheet.) 


Descriptive Location of Sewer Average 
Sewer Size Connection or Discharge Point Flow (GPD) 
sWl 6" Manhole in front of maint Plant 4374 
/ entrance. 
PW9 6" Manhole in front of Main entrance 13597 
SW2 6" Connected to line East of plant 4374 


NOTE: 8747 GPD sanitary water estimated in Section C4e is divided 
evenly for the two sanitary waste lines. 
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SECTION E - WASTEWATER DISCHARGE INFORMATION 


1. Does (or will) this facility discharge any wastewater other than from 
restrooms to the City sewer? 


[X] Yes If the answer to this question is "yes", complete the remainder 
of the application. 


{ ] No If the answer to this question is "no", skip to Section I. 


2: Provide the following information on wastewater flow rate. 
[New facilities may estimate] 


a. Hours/Day Discharged (e.g., 8 hours/day): 
M 7 T 17 W _l7 TH _]7 F J/ SAT 85 SUN 0 
b. Hours of Discharge (e.g., 9 a.m. to 5 p.m.): 


M 7-12 p-7-12 w7-12 tTH7-12 F 7-12 sat 7-3:30 sun 


c. Peak hourly flow rate (GPD) NA 
d. Maximum daily flow rate (GPD) 18653 * 
e. Annual daily average (GPD) 3788 

3. If batch discharge occurs or will occur, indicate: 


{New facilities may estimate] 


a. Number of batch discharges per day 
b. Average discharge per batch (GPD) 


c. Time of batch discharges at - 
(days of week) (hours of day) 


d. Flow rate gallons/minute 


e. Percent of total discharge 


9/15/89 ae ke ee eee 
* One day maximum flow rate taken from daily flow in pretreatment 
operating log and estimated sanitary. 
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4. Schematic Flow Diagram - For each major activity in which wastewater is 
or will be generated, draw a diagram of the flow of materials, products, 
water, and wastewater from the start of the activity to its completion, 
showing all unit processes. Indicate which processes use water and which 
generate wastestreams. Include the average daily volume and maximum 
daily volume of each wastestream (new facilities may estimate]. If 
estimates are used for flow data this must be indicated. Number each 
unit process having wastewater discharges to the community sewer. Use 
these numbers when showing this unit processes in the building layout in 
Section H. This drawing must be certified by a State Registered 


Professional Engineer. 


See Attachment 1 
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TANK #1 TANK #4 TANK #7 TANK #10 


FLOCCULATION 


_ SLUDGE 
DEWATERING 


EMERGENCY 
HOLDING TANK 


ACID 
ACCUMULATION 


ad 
EFFLUEN 
TO POTW 


TANK #2 TANK #8 


RINSE WATER CLARIFIER 


ACCUMULATION 


TANK i ACCUMULATION 


IN CONTAINERS 


TANK #3 TANK #6 


SLUDGE 
THICKENER 


CHEMICAL 
PRECIPITATION 


ALKALINE 
ACCUMULATION 


ie 


addaeese haves, 


Z ok OF MSE, 
AR ite 9 AS 
oat = ee % 
RETURN CLEAR i me jIAMESO * 
SOLUTION TO 72: _.ACKSOM + 
TANK #A TANK #8 PROCESS bes unten ; 


SI 


Cytt 


ULTRA- SETTLING 


FILTRATION 
TO NEUTRALIZATION 
TANK #6 


POTW - PUBLIC OWNED 

TREATMENT WORK 
NHW - NON HAZARDOUS WAST 
HW - HAZARDOUS WASTE 


OUTSIDE 
RECLAIM 


TANK #13 TANK #14 


OIL SKIMMING HOLDING TANK 


APPEN ~ C. 
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Facilities that checked activities in question 1 of Section B are considered 
Categorical Industrial Users and should skip to question 6. 


For Non-Categorical Users Only: List average wastewater discharge, 
maximum discharge, and type of discharge (batch, continuous, or both), 
for each plant process. Include the reference number from the process 
schematic that corresponds to each process. [New facilities should 
provide estimates for each discharge]. 


Average Maximum Type of Discharge 
) 


Process Description Flow (GPD) Flow (GPD) 


LITT E 


ANSWER QUESTIONS 6 & 7 ONLY IF YOU ARE SUBJECT TO CATEGORICAL PRETREATMENT 
STANDARDS 


a 


For Categorical Users: Provide the wastewater discharge flows for each 
of your processes or proposed processes. Include the reference number 
from the process schematic that corresponds to each process. [New 
facilities should provide estimates for each discharge]. 


Average Maximum Type of Discharge 
Regualted Process. Flow (GPD) Flow (GPD) (batch, continuous none) 
Line OO EO. intermittent 
NE a 
dine, A er CC iitermictent — 

Average Maximum Type of Discharge 
Unregulated Process Flow (GPD) Flow (GPD) (batch, continuous, none) 


ANT Rt MS Ch i a ae. aren 
Ling = BO TOC _Iitoriittent 


LPL FE 


Lh. LPE 


Average Maximum Type of Discharge 
Dilution Flow (GPD) Flow (GPD) (batch, continuous, none) 
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7. For Categorical Users Subject To Total Toxic Organic (ITO) Requirements: 


Provide the following (TTO) information. 


a. Does (or will) this facility use any of the toxic organics that are 
listed under the TTO standard of the applicable categorical 
pretreatment standards published by EPA? 


{x] Yes 
[ ] No 


b. Has a baseline monitoring report (BMR) been submitted which contains 
TTO information? 


{x] Yes 
[. ] No 


c. Has a toxic organics management plan (TOMP) been developed? 


{ ] Yes, (Please attach a copy) 


[x] No 
8. Do you have, ox plan to have, automatic sampling equipment or continuous 
wastewater flow metering equipment at this facility? 
Current: Flow Metering (x) Yes [ ] No [] N/A 
Sampling Equipment [x] Yes [ ] No [ ].N/A 
Planned: Flow Metering { ] Yes [{ ] No [ ] N/A 
Sampling Equipment [ ] Yes [ ] No [ ] N/A 


If so, please indicate the present or future location of this equipment 
on the sewer schematic and describe the equipment below: 


Flowmetering — Red Lion Control No. IMP 23101 


STI Sensor No. 303-5 


cad 


Sampling equipment. DMP - Supplied with system - 24 hr. composi 


9. Are any process changes or expansions planned during the next three 
years that could alter wastewater volumes or characteristics? Consider 
production processes as well as air or water pollution treatment 
processes that may affect the discharge. 


[xX Yes 
{ ] No, (skip question 10) 
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10. 


11. 


12. 
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Briefly describe these changes and their effects on the wastewater 
volume and characteristics: (Attach additional sheets if needed.) 


minimization and water conservation programs. 


1.) Eliminate or reduce use of contact cooling water. 


2.) Modifications to copper cleaning line will:increase volume with no 


change to characteristics. 
Are any materials or water reclamation systems in use or planned? 


{[ ] Yes 
[x] No, (skip question 12) 


Briefly describe recovery process, substance recovered, percent 
recovered, and the concentration in the spent solution. Submit a flow 
diagram for each process: (Attach additional sheets if needed.) 


SECTION F - CHARACTERISTICS OF DISCHARGE 


All current industrial users are required to submit monitoring data on all 
pollutants that are regulated specific to each process. Use the tables 
provided in this section to report the analytical results. DO NOT LEAVE 
BLANKS. For all other (nonregulated) pollutants, indicate whether the 
pollutant is known to be present (P), suspected to be present (S), or known 
not to be present (0), by placing the appropriate letter in the column for 
average reported values. Indicate on either the top of each table, or ona 
separate sheet, if necessary, the sample location and type of analysis used. 
Be sure methods conform to 40 CFR Part 136; if they do not, indicate what 
method was used. 


New dischargers should use the table to indicate what pollutants will be 
present or are suspected to be present in proposed wastestreams by placing a P 
(expected to be present), S (may be present), or O (will not be present) under 
the average reported values. 
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Detection Haximum Average Number 
Pollutanc Level Daily of of 


Used Value Analyses Analyses Units 


68/S1/6 


Acenaphthene 
Acrolein 
Acrylonitrile 
Benzene 

Benzidine 

Carbon tetrachloride 
Chlorobenzene ag, ee ee ee ee ee, eee "Se 
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene (eee a ey ee ee eee a a eee ee 
llexachlorobenzene 

1,2-Dichloroechane a ea ga re ee | ee 
1,1,1-Trichloroethane : eae, ee: ee Se 
Hexachloroethane SE ee ee ee ee ee en eee 
1,1-Dichloroethane SS a eee | eee eee eens 
1,1,2-Trichlorocthane 

1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 
Chloroethane 
Bls(2-chloroechyl) ether 
17 Bis (chloro methyl) echer. (a ee eee ——— 
2-Chloroechyl vinyl ether SS ee ee ee 
2-Chloronaphthalene SE ee ee ee ee ee ee 
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol a ey ee et ne, ee ee ee 
Parachlorometa cresol 

Chloroform 
2-Chlorophenol 
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 
1,3-Dichlorobenzene j 
1,4-Dichlorobenzene SS ee ee ee 
,3-Dichlorobenzidine aS oe ee ee ee ee 
-Dichloroethylene 

-Trans-dichloroethylene 
-Dichloropheno esse ———— | 
-Dichloropropane 


Ee es 
eee eee eee ee 
a 
a a 


eee eee eee eee eee eee OO 


eee eee eee eee eee Oe — ee 
(eee eee eee eee ieee O M 
ee  - 


eee eee eee eee Oeeeeeeeee- 


eee eee Oe Oe eee > 
ree eer Oa 
ae ee -—l el- 
eee 


————-:~.: «Orr ——r————m—-  —————r—— OOo -—— —s— 


eee 


OO -:—C COmmO-:— C ' ll WC —OCOCrvOV0V0O0 OO OnhN OU —>-— 


S2) Dichloropropylene Or OS """'—_ — 
‘ Ss 


=n Dichloropropylene Ses Se gee eee eS 
re 


_—_—___eeeeeenre ie —-rl ee eA 


PO OUD MHP PMO POP ee er rrr Pree ee Pee 


3 
1,1 
1,2 
2,4 
1,2 
1,2 
1,3 


ie -Me Mle: Meo-Me-Me-Mc-M>-M--Mo-Mle-M-- Mle Me-Me-Re-Mi--Meo-Mie-Me-M>-B-- Mle Mirw~-Mo- Be BeBe Mie- Me Me Bei) 


68/ST/6 


No 


'1,2-Diphenylhydrazine 


Detection Maximum Average Number 
Pollucance Level Daily of of 
Used Value Analyses Analyses Units 
Conc. Mass Conc. Hass Conc. Mass 


2,4-Dimethylphenol 
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 
2,6-Dinitrocoluene 


Se mnimmemenneeeenes tine reese 
i 
ere emer ee er i 


Ethylbenzene 

Fluoranthene 
4-Chlorophenyl phenyl ether 
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether Be ee a ee ee, ee) ee 
Bis(2-chlorisopropyl) ether oe eg ad =e ee a es ees 
Bis(2-chloroethoxy) methane _ =e a CC CC CC 
Methylene chloride eee. eee SO ete, Wie es) SPB 
Methyl chloride ae a ! 

Mechyl bromide 

Bromoform 
Dichlorobromome thane 
Chlorodibromome thane 
Hexachlorobutadiene 
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 
Isophorone 

Naphchalene 

Nicrobenzene 

Nicrophenol | mee 
2-Nitrophenol oe ee a a eee dees teats 
4-Nicrophenol 

2,4-Dinicrophenol 
4,6-Dinicro-o-cresol 
N-nicrosodimechylamine 
N-nitrosodiphenylamine we eee 
N-nitrosodi-n-propylamine rr ‘3 

Penctachlorophenol 

Phenol 

Bis(2-ecthylhexyl) phchalate 
Bucyl benzyl phthalate 
Di-n-bucyl phchalace 


a 
er SO Oe Oe 

Se 
ee ee nn eS) 


a ee ee Se emmmmeed 


aed 
enna 
ee Oe 
ee —- eeeee > 
nn ne et = Senne 
eee memaetiiiiiicanememmmndntttamemmmmmmmmmatenel 
eee ee 
es 
ee ei 


ne eamsemnenmntiilllllicnsnspenemenmentttttttt omemmeemmmtemnnl 


ee ren | re 9 eee eR me = manera —erernte 


ee ene | mere = ees orm Sm we mewnnnne cr 
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Detection Maximum Average Number 
Pollucanc Level Daily of of 


Used Value Analyses Analyses Units 
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> 
as] 
as) 
(i 
Za 
i] 
rr 
ms 
ts | 


Conc. Mass Conc. Mass. Conc. Mass 


Di-n-octyl phthalace 

Diechyl phthalate 

Dimethyl phthalate i 

Benzo(a) anthracene 

Benzo(a)pyrene 

3,4-benzofluoranthene 

Benzo(k) fluoranthane 

Chrysene 

Acenaphthylene 

Anthracene 

Benzo(ghi) perylene 

Fluorene 

Phenancthrene 

Dibenzo(a,h) anthracene 

Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 

Pyrene 

Tetrachloroethylene 

Toluene 

Trichloroethylene 
“Vinyl chloride 

Aldrin 

Dieldrin 

Chlordane se 

4,4'-DDT 

4,4'-DDE 

4,4'-DDD 

Alpha-endosulfan 

Beta-endosulfan 

Endosulfan sulfate 

Endrin 

Endrin aldehyde 

hI) Heptachlor 


r 
Ww 


ee 


ee ee 


error en 


Ee ee EE Eee 


ern ee 


ee 


i 


ee 


ee ee ooo 


ee 


re ee 


ee 


ee 


(coer ee 
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‘ 

re 
£ 


ee eee ; SG el pe eee 
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Deteccion Max imun Average Number 
Pollutanc Level Daily of of 
Used Value Analyses Analyses Unics 


Conc, Mass Conc. Mass Conc. Mass 


Meptachlor epoxide 
Alpha- Bic 
Beta-BilC 
Gamma-Btc 
Delta-BlIc 
PCB-1242 : 
PCB-1254 = 

PCB-1221 

PCB-1232 
PCB-1248 
PCB-1260 
PCB-1016 
Toxaphene 
(TCDD) 


ee 
er ee 
meme 
ee, 


es 


oe 


es 


as 
SO NS 


Se ememaeeaneenemnecmeeene tne ee 


Asbestos 
Acidity 
Alkalinicy 

Baccerla 7 
BOD, 

cob 

Chloride 

Chlorine 

Flouride 

Hardness ‘si 

Magnesium 

Nit,-N 


OL) and Grease — 15.7 vi a See 2 


TSS 46.5 = 2 mg/1 
TOG 


Kjeldahl N 
Nitrate N 
Nitrite N 
Organic N 
Orcthophosphace P 
Phosphorous 


ae 


re ee 


ee 


Enna 


ne 


OE |- 


| ca aneenenenenenenctnn re ne ey 


a FEE Cd a I Dee teeth ee ete totam t 
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Detection Maximum Average Number 
Pollutant Level Daily of of 
Used Value Analyses Analyses Units 
Ee eee EE 
Conc. Mass Conc. Mass Conc. Mass 
Sodium =e 
Specific Conductivity <a ey 
Sulfate (SO,) eee, 
Sulfide (S) so 
Sulfite (S0,) pera 
Antimony 2 is Setdeeee es 
Arsenic pen 
Barium a ee ee St ee ee 
Beryllium ee a 2 ee a eee 
Cadmium a legs) ae CE — ae: ae 
Chromium a PE ee: Se 2 ee ae 
Copper : — —_-90_ 38 ——— BS | ae ng/i 
Cyanide oY Cs) ae | eee S| eee ee 
Lead J] ea . °) (aa a se 
Mercury a ———_—_-  —— 
Nickel 01 eae | as ale SS is i 
Selenium ee. ee ee ie 6. ee a 
Silver | Se eae | See -S aaa) 
Thallium ee ee eee, ese ee 
Zine Sees eet Ee — ae es 
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SECTION G - TREATMENT 


1. Is any form of wastewater treatment (see list below) practiced at this 
facility? 
{x] Yes 
[ ] No 

2. Is any form of wastewater treatment (or changes to a existing wastewater 


treatment) planned for this facility within the next three years? 


{ ] Yes, describe: 
[x] No 


3. Treatment devices or processes used or proposed for treating wastewater 
or sludge (check as many as appropriate), 


Air flotation 

Centrifuge 

Chemical precipitation (Tank 6) 
Chlorination 

Cyclone 

Filtration (Tank 10) 

Flow equalization 

Grease or oil separation, type:_Gravity (Tank B) 
Grease trap 

Grinding filter 

Grit removal 

Ion exchange 

Neutralization, pH correction (Tank 6) 

Ozonation 

Reverse osmosis 

Screen 

Sedimentation (Tank 7, 8, & 9) 

Septic tank 

Solvent separation 

Spill protection 

Sump 

Blological treatment, type: 

Rainwater diversion or storage 

Other chemical treatment, type:Chrome Reduction (Tank 5) 
Other physical treatment, type: 

Other, type: 


bast 


bast 


et es es es es ls es es es 


i a ee ee ee oe oe oe oe ee ee an ee 


es Fn Ae eT an Cor ee 
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4. Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


Tank 6 is a Fiberglass tank. The maximum capacity is 734 gallons. The 
design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 1382620 gallons per year. 


Ds Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 


See Attachment 5 
6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 


construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


Te! cl ee ee eee Ee ee ee ee 


7 Do you have a treatment operator? [X] Yes [ ] No 


(if Yes,) Name; Dale Bland 
Title: Maintenance A 


Phone: 314-346-5693 


Full time: /:00 a.m. to (specify hours) 
3:30 pul: 


Part time: . (specify hours) 
8, Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? 7 


XK] Yes [ ] No 


9: Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
IX] Yes [ ] No 
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4, Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


Tank 10 is a Carbon Steel Tank. The maximum capacity is 22 gallons. 


The design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 1382620 gallons/year. 
(See Attachment 1, Tank 10) 


5. Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 

See Attachment 5 

6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


NONE 


iy 
2 


7. Do you have a treatment operator? [X}] Yes [ ] ho 


(if Yes,) Name: Dale Bland 
Title: _Maintenance A 


Phone: . 314-346-5693 


Full time: 7:00 a.m. to (specify hours) 
3:30 p.m. 
Part time: (specify hours) 
8. Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? 
{X] Yes [ ] No 


9. Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
{x] Yes [ ] No 
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4, Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating ita of each treatment facility checked above. 


Tank B is a Polyethylene tank with a liner. The maximum capacity is 
612 gallons. The design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 


1382620 gallons#year. (See Attachment 1, Tank B) 


5: Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 

See Attachment 5 

6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


NONE 


re Do you have a treatment operator? [X] Yes [ ] No 


(if Yes,) Name: _Dale Bland 
Title: Maintenance A 


Phone: 314-346-5693 
Full time: _/7:00 to (specify hours) 
3:30 
Part time: (specify hours) 
8. Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? 


{X] Yes [ ] No 


9. Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
{X] Yes [ ] No 
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4, Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


Tank 5 is a Fiberglass tank. The maximum capacity is 734 gallons. The 


design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 1382620 gallons per year. 
(See Attachment 1, Tank 5) 


5. Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 

See Attachment 5 

6, Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


NONE 


7. Do you have a treatment operator? [X] Yes [ ] NO 


(if Yes,) Name: _Dale Bland 
Title: Maintenance A 


Phone: 314-346-5693 


Full time: 7:00 a.m. to (specify hours) 
3:30 p.m. 
Part time: (specify hours) 
8. Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? 7 


[X] Yes [ ] No 


9. Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
[X] Yes [ ] No 


eR NR 
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4. Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


Tank 7 is a Fiberglass tank, The maximum capacity is 264 gallons. The 


design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 1382620 gallons per year. 
( See Attachment 1 Tank 7) 


5. Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 

See Attachment 5 

6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


NONE 


7. Do you have a treatment operator? |X] Yes [ ] No 


(if Yes,) Name: _Dale Bland 
Title: Maintenance A 


Phone: _314-346-5693 


Full time: _/:00 a.m. to (specify hours) 
3130 pum; 
Part time: _.__ CN Sse Fy hour's) 
8. Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? “ 
[X}] Yes [ ] No 
9. Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 


[X] Yes [ ] No 
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4, Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


[Tank 8 is a Carbon Steel Tank, The max imum capacity is 1080 gallons 


The design ca acity is 60 agpm., wit flow rate of 1382620 gallons per 
ear. See Attachment 1, Tank 8 


=e Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
. Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 
See Attachment 5 
6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


NONE 


7. Do you have a treatment operator? [|X] Yes [ ] No 


(if Yes,) Name: _Dale Bland 
Title: Maintenance A 


Phone: _314-346-5693 


Full time: _/:00 a.m. to (specify hours) 
3:30 ai 
Part time: (specify hours) 
8. Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? a 


[X] Yes [ ] No 


9. Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
[X] Yes [ ] No 
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4. Description 


Describe the pollutant loadings, flow rates, design capacity, physical 
size, and operating procedures of each treatment facility checked above. 


Tank 9 is a Fiberg ass tank. The maximum capacity is 1269 gallons. The 
design capacity is 60 gpm., with a flow rate of 1382620 gallons per year. 
(See Attachment 1, Tank 9) 


5. Attach a process flow diagram for each existing treatment system. 
Include process equipment, by-products, by-product disposal method, 
waste and by-product volumes, and design and operating conditions. 

See Attachment 5 

6. Describe any changes in treatment or disposal methods planned or under 
construction for the wastewater discharge to the sanitary sewer. Please 
include estimated completion dates. 


NONE 


y 


7. Do you have a treatment operator? |X] Yes [ ] ho 


(if Yes,) Name: Dale Bland 
Title: Maintenance A 


Phone: 314-346-5693 


Full time: _/:00 a.m. to (specify hours) 
3:30 p.m. 


Part time: (specify hours) 
8, Do you have a manual on the correct operation of your treatment 
equipment? i 


[X] Yes [ ] No 


9. Do you have a written maintenance schedule for your treatment equipment? 
[X] Yes [ ] No 
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SECTION H - FACILITY OPERATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS 


i Shift Information 
Work Days [x] [ x] [x] ( x] (X] { ] ( ] 
Mon. Tues. Wed. Thur. Fri. Sac. Sun. 
Shifts 
per work 
day: é ee a. See eee ee 
lsc 130 130 130 130 130 
Empl’s 
per 2nd 55 55- 55 55 55 
shife: 
i a ee a ae 
7:30 to 730 to 7330 ta 73230 to 7:30 ta 

Shiftc lst 3:30 3:30 3:30 3:30 330 
start 3:30 to 3:30 to 3:30 to 3:30 to 3:30 to 
and 2nd 12:00 12:00 12:00 12:00 12:00 
end jp 
times: 3rd , ee ee eee 
Zs Indicate whether the business activity is: 

[x] Continuous through the year, or 

in Seasonal - Circle the months of the year during which the business 

activity occurs: 
¥ if F M A M J J A s fe) N D 

COMMENTS : 

< Indicate whether the facility discharge is: 


Seasonal - Circle the months of the year during which the business 
activity occurs: 


i xX] Continuous through the year, or 
] 


[ 
( 
, id. M A M J J A s ) N D 


COMMENTS ; 
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4, Does operation shut down for vacation, maintenance, or other reasons? 


{ ] Yes, indicate reasons and period when shutdown occurs: 


(X] No 


5. List types and amounts (mass or volume per day) of raw materials used or 
planned for use (attach list if needed): 


minum 
Galvanized e 


6. List types and quantity of chemicals used or planned for use (attach 
list if needed). Include copies of Manufacturer's Safety Data Sheets 
(if available) for all chemicals identified: 


Chemical Quantity 


Sad chonical dase 2 
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7. Building Layout - Draw to scale the location of each building on the 
premises. Show map orientation and location of all water meters, storm 
drains, numbered unit processes (from schematic flow diagram), public 
sewers, and each facility sewer line connected to the public sewers. 
Number each sewer and show existing and proposed sampling locations. 
This drawing must be certified by a State Registered negroes’ tonal 
Engineer. 


A blueprint or drawing of the facilities showing the above items may be 
attached in lieu of submitting a drawing on this sheet. 


See Attachment 3 
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SECTION I - SPILL PREVENTION 


ie 


Do you have chemical storage containers, bins, or ponds at your 
facility? [yxy] Yes [ ] No 


If yes, please give a description of their location, contents, size, 
type, and frequency and method of cleaning. Also indicate in a diagram 
or comment on the proximity of these containers to a sewer or storm 
drain. Indicate if buried metal containers have cathodic protection. 
See Attachment 6 
Do you have floor drains in your manufacturing or chemical storage 
area(s)? ( ] Yes [ ] No If yes; Where do they discharge to? 

Waste Water Treatment System 
If you have chemical storage containers, bins, or ponds in manufacturing 
area, could an accidental spill lead to a discharge to: (check all that 


apply). 


X]) an onsite disposal system 
} public sanitary sewer system (e.g. through a floor drain) 

] storm drain 

X} to ground 

] other, specify: 

] not applicable, no possible discharge to any of the above routes 


Do you have an accidental spill prevention plan (ASPP) to prevent spills 
of chemicals or slug discharges from entering the Control Authority's 
collection systems? 

X Yes - [Please enclose a copy with the application] See Attachment 4 
No 

N/A, Not applicable since there are no floor drains and/or the 
facility discharge(s) only domestic wastes. 


[ 
[ 
[ 


os 


Please describe below any previous spill events and remedial measures 
taken to prevent their reoccurrence. 
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SECTION K - AUTHORIZED SIGNATURES 

Compliance certification: 


ue Are all applicable Federal, State, or local pretreatment standards and 
requirements being met on a consistent basis? 


Yes [X] No [ ] Not yet discharging [ ] 


2 If No: 


a, What additional operations and maintenance procedures are being 
considered to bring the facility into compliance? Also, list 
additional treatment technology or practice being considered in order 
to bring the facility into compliance. 


b, Provide a schedule for bringing the facility into compliance. 
Specify major events planned along with reasonable completion dates, 
Note that if the Control Authority issues a permit to the applicant, 
it may establish a schedule for compliance different from the one 
submitted by the facility. 


to Vv 
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Authorized Representative Statement: 


I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments 
were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system 
designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the 
information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who 
manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the 
information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and 
belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 
penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine 


and imprisonment for knowing violations. 


Gaylord S. Qlson Plant Manager 
Title 


Lame ae 
Date Phone 
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_ SLUDGE 
DEWATERING 


EMERGENCY FLOCCULATION 


HOLDING TANK 


ACID 
ACCUMULATION 


y 
EFFLUE! 
TO POTI 


d 
Ro ce ey 
iW 
TANK #2 TANK #5 TANK # TANK #11 
RINSE WATER CHROME CLARIFIER SLUDGE 
ACCUMULATION TREATMENT DRYER 
1 —— 
Pre aT Seen 


ACCUMULATION 
IN CONTAINERS 


TANK #9 


TANK #3 TANK #6 


re 


SLUDGE 
THICKENER 


CHEMICAL 
PRECIPITATION 


ALKALINE 
ACCUMULATION 


piessstdenieg,, 
_ Mtoe 
wie OF Mig ge, 
aW a 


re 


RETURN CLEAR 
SOLUTION TO 
PROCESS 
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HOLDING TANK 
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TTrY94 _. MAINTENANCE STORES CODE NUMBER REPORT 09/28/95 

FOR CHEMICALS USED IN 1994 16:52.09 

CODE PART ISSUE 
NUMBER DESCRIPTION NUMBER QUANTITY UOM 
700005 PROPANE 48,422 GAL 
700010 FREON BULK R-22 3,666 LB 
700050 FREON 30LB BOTTLE R-500 12 LB 
700111 1 1 1-TRICHLOROETHANE 49,750 LB 
700112 1 1 1-TRICHLOROETHANE 288 LB 
700510 THINNER ACETONE 6 GAL 
700515 THINNER PAINT XYLENE 4 DRM 
700607 OIL HI VIS ADDITIVE 55GAL A-1453 23 GAL 
700608 OIL MOTOR MM 1OW 3 EA 
700705 SODIUM SULFIDE FLAKE 400# TECH. NICK. 830 LB 
701005 CLEANER ALKALINE RIDOLINE 27 325 LB 
701055 ACID MURIATIC 20 BE HCL 1 DRM 
701060 ACID SULFURIC LIQUID 66BE H2S04 REGULAR 8,991 LB 
701075 ACID CITRIC 500 LB 
701086 PAINT BLACK (345 TOTE ) 5372 17,645 GAL 
701088 PAINT BLK, WATER/RED, S/G 5441 ENAMEL -110 GAL 
701095 ACID MURIATIC INHIB. 5GAL CL-631 4 GAL 
701100 SOLVENT ISOPARAFFINIC SOLTROL 170 648 GAL 
701105 OIL MAGNUS 150 (5GAL) ISO VG32 23. DRM 
791110 CLEANER ALKALINE 475 LBS RIDOLINE 53 8,550 LB 

,1120 ACID NITRIC (55GAL) H2N03 12 DRM 
701124 FLOCULANT 465LB PR DRUM 9137A 275 LB 
701145 SODIUM HYDROXIDE LIQUID NAOH RAYON 10,004 LB 
701160 FLUX TORCH BRAZING 5GAL #33 17 DRM 
701165 ACID CLEANER COPPER CU-BRITE 1143 4 DRM 
701193 FREON 100LB DRUM 42F1830/R11 100 LBS 
701256 FLUX GAS (5 GAL) TYPE W 33 DRM 
701288 OIL 300 VIS FIN STAMPING T1288 152 GAL 
701730 OIL MAGNUS MAG 465 55GAL ISO VG 100 55 GAL 
701750 OIL HYDRAULIC (MAG 315) ISO 68 1,617 GAL 
701826 TREATMENT H20 CLARIFYING 50232 525 LBS 
701836 OIL MAGNUS HYD A-ISO-46 225 GAL 
701837 FLUID H/D SYN. PUNCHING LM58080 2 GAL 
701930 OIL MOTOR AP 1 SC SAE-30 418 OT 
701980 OIL GEAR 9OWT 55 GAL 
702010 OIL GEAR PHILUBE (5GAL) SMP SAE 85W-140 2 DRM 
702050 OIL RECLAIMED PROCESS 330 GAL 
702051 OIL RECLAIMED FIN T-1287 2,442 GAL 
702090 OIL WAYTAC 220 220 70 GAL 
702091 OIL MOTOR TYPE MM SAE 40 15 QT 
702095 OIL MOTOR TYPE MM SAE 30 4 EA 
702100 OIL MOTOR 20W-20 2 QT 
702505 AUTO TRANSMISSION FLUID ATF 13 GA 
702525 OIL WAYTAC 68 VACTRA #2 55 GAL 
703120 SODIUM BISULFITE 920 LB 

J3185 OIL (54 GAL DRUM) CINDOL 3102 864 GAL 
/03190 OIL VANISHING CINDOL 3411 62 GAL 
704351 INHIBITER CORROSION (C.T. CW4351 530 LB 
705535 SOLVENT FLORINATED GENESOLV 5535 4,432 LB 
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CCITY94 MAINTENANCE STORES CODE NUMBER REPORT 09/28/95 
FOR CHEMICALS USED IN 1994 11:05.35 

CODE PART ISSUE 

NUMBER DESCRIPTION NUMBER QUANTITY UOM 

700005 PROPANE 131,770 GAL 

700010 FREON BULK R-22 27,086 LB 

700111 1,1,1-TRICHLOROETHANE 49,840 LB 

700113 METHYLENE CHLORIDE 1021712/1040003 30,367 LB 

701090 OIL FIN STAMPING T-1094 1,391 GAL 


702020 OIL FIN T1287 2,769 GAL 
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Camdenton Treatment Plant Lagoon 
Camdenton, Missouri 


| s Pre-CERCLA Screening 
&. ly of Camden bor Camdenton, 1981 


112 Court Circle Fo. Box 399 
Camdenton. Mo. 65020 


314. 346 3600 SEP 3 1981 


August 28, 1981 


Mr. Frank J. Dolan 

Environmental Engineer 

Missouri Department of Natural Resources 
P.O. Box 1368 

2010 Missouri Blvd. 

Jefferson City, MO. 65102 


Re: Camdenton Pretreatment 
Dear Mr. Dolan: 

The City of Camdenton is hereby requesting the approval of 
its Pretreatment Program. As suspected, there is not a serious 
problem with the effluent discharge to the POTW by the various 
businesses and industries. The Pretreatment Questionnaire indi- 
cated that only one industry will require the issuance of a per- 
mit to discharge into the POTW. 

The following information is furnished as attachments: 

Attachment 1, Statement of General Information 

Attachment 2, Statement Concerning the Pretreatment Program 


Attachment 3, Copy of Ordinance 838-1, Providing for the 
Establishment of Pretreatment Regulations 


Attachment 4, Camdenton Pretreatment Questionnaire Review 
Attachment 5, Copy of the Pretreatment Questionnaire 


Attachment 6, Copy of the Completed Questionnaire From 
Sundstrand. 


Thank you for your assistance with this matter. If you need 
assistance please feel free to call Mr. Bud Riley, City 
Administrator, at 346-3600 or Mr. Jim Jackson, Consulting 
Engineer, at 346-5662. 


Sincerely, 


Wu tt i ghee te 


Mac Webster 
Mayor, Camdenton, MO. 


MW/is 
56 
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STATEMENT OF GENERAL INFORMATION 


The pretreatment questionnaire was sent to twenty three 
businesses in Camdenton. The completed questionnaire was 
returned by thirteen businesses, a 56.5% return rate. Of the 
thirteen returns received 3 or 27.3% are not hooked on to the 
POTW. Only one return indicated a discharge that would require 
pretreatment. 


Sundstrand Tubular Products, Ine., Box 636, Camdenton, MO., 
65020 has a discharge of the following pollutants to the POTW: 


1. Copper at 4.72 lbs/day 
2. Emulsified oils at 18.88 lbs/dav 
3. Chrome at 0.04 lbs/day 


A copy of the reply from Sundstrand is attached. 


The results of the Pretreatment Questionnaire indicates that 
Camdenton does not have a serious Pretreatment problem. 
Sundstrand has identified the various types of pollutants 
released to the POTW and have an active program to prevent damage 
to the POTW. As indicated in the Questinnaire, the company 
disposes of several types of materials by use of independent, 
private operators. The plant will be subject to metal finishing 
point source catagory pretreatment standards. 


As required by the General Pretreatment Regulations for 
existing and new sources of Pollution, 403.9, the following speci- 
fie information is furnished: 


1. A statement from the City Administrator certifying that 
the POTW has the authority to carry out the Pretreatment 
Program is attached. 


2. A copy of the Camdenton Pretreatment Ordinance is 
attached. 


3. The Pretreatment Program will be administered by the 
City Administrator, as spelled out in the Pretreatment 
Ordinance. 


4, The requirements for this program are small and the 
implementation of the program will be handled by the City 
Administrator on a part time basis. 


5. Sampling requirements are contéeined in the Ordinance. 
It is not economically feasible for the city to purchase the 


equipment to conduct these samples. Therefore, it is recom- 
mended that the City use an independent laboratory when they 
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ATTACHMENT 1 


require samples. Also, the Ordinance requires the industry 
issued a permit to perform self sampling and furnish the 
results to the City. The City has the right to observe the 
sampling and the City can require the industry to perform some 
sampling for the City. 


6. The Ordinance enacted by Camdenton to control the 
effluent discharged to the POTW by an industry gives 
Camdenton the authority to enforce the Pretreatment Stan- 
dards as outlined in the Ordinance. The Ordinance contains 
at least the following minimum requirements concerning the 
Pretreatment Standards: 


a. The condition of new or increased contributions of pollu- 
tants, denial of request to increase flow and changes in 
the nature of pollutants is outlined in the Ordinance and 
is a function of the City Administrator to approve or 
disapprove. 


b. The industries are required to comply with all EPA and/or 
State Pretreatment Standards as well as the standards 
esttablished in the permit issued by the City. 


e. The contribution to the POTW by the Industrial User is 
controlled by a permit as issued under the Ordinance. 


d. The Ordinance requires the Industrial User to develop a 
compliance schedule and the submission of all self- 
monitoring reports to the City. 


e. The City is empowered to carry out all inspections, sur- 
veillance, and monitoring proceedures necessary to 
determine the compliance or noncompliance of the 
Industrial User with the Pretreatment Standards. 


f. The Ordinance contains penalties for noncompliance. 
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STATEMENT CONCERNING THE PRETREATMENT PROGRAM 


I certify that I have been designated by the City of 
Camdenton to act as the administrator of the Pretreatment 
Program. I further certify that the following statements con- 
cerning the City and the Pretreatment Program are true: 


1. The City of Camdenton is a legal entity, recognized by 
the State of Missouri, and that the POTW operated by the City 
of Camdenton has the authority to establish the Pretreatment 
Ordinance and to enforce the requirements of the Ordinance. 


2. The Ordinance establishes the requirement for all 
industrial users of the POTW to apply for and be issued a 
permit to discharge to the POTW. 


3. The Ordinance established the requirement for self moni- 
toring by the industry and as required monitoring by the City 
to insure compliance with the Pretreatment Ordinance. 
Specific steps are spelled out in the Ordinance concerning 
the action to be taken if an industry is found to be in non- 
compliance. 


City Administrator 
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BLLL NO. 839-81 ORDINANCE NO. 838-81 


AN ORDINANCE PROVIDING FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF PRETREATMENT REGULATIONS 


BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF CAMDENTON, 
MISSOURI, AS FOLLOWS: 


SECTION 1 GENERAL PROVISIONS 


x.1 Purpose and Policy 


This ordinance sets forth uniform requirements for direct ane indirect 
contributors into the wastewater collection and treatment system for 

the City of Camdenton and enables the City to comoly with ail acplicable 
State and Federal laws required by the Clean Water Act of 1977 and =he 
General Pretreatment Regulations (40 CFR, Part 403). 


The objectives of this ordinance are: 


(a) To prevent the introduction of pollutants into the municio 
wastewater system which will interfere with the operation o 
the system or contaminate the resulting sludge; 


wy 
th: }-* 
te 
(Tt 


(>) To vrevent the introduction of pollutants into the municival 
wastewater system which will pass through the system, inacecuateiv 
treated, into receiving waters or the atmosohere or otherwise 5e 


imcompatible with the system; 


(c) To improve the opvortunity to recvcle and reclaim wastewaters 
and sludges from the system; anc 


(d) To provide for equitable distribution of the cost of the 
municipal wastewater system. 


This ordinance orovides for the regulation of direct and incirect 
contributors to the municipal wastewater system throuch the issuance 
ef permits to certain non-domestic users and through enforcement of 


general recuirements for the other users, authorizes monitoring anc 


4 eo Se Oe 

enforcement activities, recvires user reoortinc, assumes thet existing 

customer's capacity will not be ore-emotedc, and provides 

of fees for the ecuitable Cisssioueian of costs resulLtin 

orogram established herein. 

This ordinance shall aoolty to the citv of Caméenton and to re 

outsice the City who are, Sv contrect ox ecreement with fhe ¢ =s 

of the City Public Owned "0 (OTK; 2 2 

Svoviced heréin, the City ; = Oatic Ss Le , 

implement, and enforce the orovisions of is O iz 

Lea Derinitions 

Unless the context specifically indicates otherwise, the following terms 

and ohrases, as used in this ordinance, shail have the meanings herein- 

after designated: 

(1) Act or “the Act". The Federal Water Poliution Contzrol Act, alsa 
known as the Clean Water Act, as amended, 33 U.S.C. 1251, er. sec. 


(2) Approval Authority. The Director in an NPDES state with an approve 
State Pretreatment Procram and the Administrator of the EPA in 2 
nON-NPDES state or NPDES state without an Anorovec State Pretreatme 


Procram. 


7? ATTACHMENT 3 


ui 


te 


Autnorized Representative of Industrial User. An authorized 


representative of an Industriai User may be: (1) A principal 
executive officer of at least tne level of vice-president, if 

the Industrial User is a corporation; (2) A general partner or 
proprietor if the industrial user is a partnership or proprietor- 
ship, respectively; (3) A dGuivy authorized representative of the 
individual designated above iz such representative is responsibdie 
for the overall operation of the facilities from wnich the indi- 
rect discharge originates. 


Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD). ‘The quantity of oxygen utilized 
in the biochemical oxidation of the organic matter under standaré 
laboratory procedure, five (5) Gevs at 209 centigrade expressed 

in terms of weight ane concentration {milligrams per liter (mg/1)!). 
Building Sewer. A sewer conveying wastewater from the premises 

of a User to tne POTW. 


Categorical Standards. National Categorical Pretreatment Standards 
or Pretreatment Stancard. 


City. The City of Cameéenton or the City Council of Camcdenton. 


Cooling Water. The water discharcec Irom any use such as aix 
conditioning, cooling GY Seirigeracion, oF tO Whien the onay 


pollutant added is hea. 


Control Autnority. Tne term “control authority" snail refer to 
tne “Approval Authority", Gerfined hereinabove; or the City 

Administrator if the City nas an approved Pretreatment Progran 

under the provision of 460 CFR, 403.i1. 

Direot Discharge. The Giscnazce of treated or uncreéaced 

wesctewater Cirectly to the wacers c= the State or Missoux:. 


Environmental Protection Recency, om SPA. The U.S. Environmenra. 
Protection Agency, Or wnere assroDriate the term may also 5e 
used as a designation for the Administrator or other duly autnorizec 


o=ficiai of said agency. 


waxen irom a waste stream on a4 


rad Samole. A sample wnich is 


ime DasisS with no regarc to the Fiow in tne waste strean 
and without considerarion o¢ «ime. 
Holding tank waste. Any waste Irom noicing tanks such as vesséis, 
chemical toilets, campers, trailers, septic tanks, ana vacuun- 
pump tank trucks. 


Zadirect Discharge. The 

mestic poilutants from an 
or {(¢) of the Act, {35 U. 
‘holding tank waste discna 


ox the introducticen of nozd 
regulated under section 307; 
7), into the POTW (includin 
une system). 


t Discharge which Goes no 


Tndustrial User. A source or Iindirec 2 
cancs" under regulations issvuec 


constitute a "Discharge of pollu 
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(16) 


(19) 


pursuant to section 402, of the Acc. (33 U.S.C. 1342). 


Interference. The inhibition or Gisruption of the POTW treatment 
processes or operations which contributes to a violation of any 
requirement of the City's NPDES Perxit. The term includes 
prevention of sewage siucge use or disposai by the POTW in accora- 
ance with 405 of the Act, (33 U.S.C. 1345) or any criteria, 
guidelines, or regulations developed pursuant to the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act (SWDA), tne Clean Air Act, the Toxic Substances 
Control Act, oF more stringent state criteria (including those 
contained in any State sludge management plan prepared pursuant 
to Title IV of SWDA) applicable to the method of disposal or use 
employed by the POTW. 


National Categorical Pretreatment Standard or Pretreatment 
Standard. Any reguiation containing pollutant Giscnarge iimits 
promulgated by the EPA in accordance with seccion 307(b) ana (c) 
oz the Act (33 U.S.C. 1347) which applies to a specific category 
oz Industrial Users. 


National Pronibitive Disshiascé Standcaré: or 2rohibitive b3 
ni ec under the authority of 307 {z) 
2 


te 
i) 
Q 
=” 
pe) 
ty 
aah y 
(v 


New Source. Any source, cne conscruction of which is commencec 
after the pudiication of srovosecd regulations prescribing a 


se) 


section 307(c) (33 U.5.C. 1317) Categorical Pretreatment Standare 
wnich will be appiicesie =O Such source, if such standaréa is there- 
after promulaged within 126 Gavs of srososal in tne Federai 
Registez. Where the standard is [gopocgetlen later than i20u Gays 
arter proposal, a new source mea any source, the construction 

or which is commenced after the dette Oz promulgation of the 
stancard. 

Natsonal Polivtion Dissharce Elimination Svstenm or NPDES Peracc. 

A Dermit isistied pirscaSt co section 402 of che Ace {33 UuSseO. Lon Zy 
Person. Any iNnGiviauael, varinershis, coverchership, Tirm, company, 
corporation, association, join= stock company, trust, estate, 
governmental entity or any other Legal entity, or their ieca. 
reDresentatives, agents or assigns. The masculine gender sna 
inclLuce the feminine, the singular shall aimelede the pltxa. where 
indicated by the context. 

S65. She logeritns (Goese 0) oF che feciprocai or cha consetierecics 
OF fydrogen ions exoresse= £4 cracs per Tiver of solution. 


Vane mm. - aa ~ = 2 in SF Sa RS - aa as eas ~~ SS JS = es == 
Pollution. Tne Manu-Maae Of Man-Lnicees alterezior of tre Cnemlca., 
Dnysicaél, Dics.ogica:, Ana raciociogica. integrity of water. 


Poliutant. An Crecgec spoil, solic waste, incinerator residue, 
sewage, garbage, sewage siudge, munitions, chemical wastes, 
biological materials, radioactive meateriais, neat, wrecKkéec or 
Gischarged ecuipment, rocx, sanc, ceéilar dirt and industria, 
municipal, and agricultural waste Giscaargec into water. 


(25) Pretreatment or Treatment. The scecuction of the amount of 
pollutants, the elimination of poliutants, or the aiteration of 
the nature of pollutant properties in wastewater to a less 
harmful state vorior to or in lieu of discharging or otherwise 
introducing such pollutants into tne POTW. The reduction or 
alteration can be obtained by physical, chemical or biolocicai 
processes, or process chandes ocvher means, except as pronibited 
by 40 CFR Section 403.6(d). 


(26) Pretreatment Requirements. Any suzs 


ment related to pretreatment, other t 
Standard imposed on an industrial use 


antive or procedural recuizre- 
han a National Pretreatment 


(27) Publiciy Owned Treatment Works (?0T% A treatment works as 


”- 
- 
us 


derined by section 212 of tne Acz 3 U.S.C. 1292) which is 
owned in this instance by the City. This definition incluces 
any sewers tnat convey wastewater co tae POTW treatment diant, 
but does not include pipes, sewers or other conveyances not 
connected to 4 facility orovicing =reatment. For the purposes 
oz this ordinance, "POTW" snail aiso include any sewers thar 
convey wastewaters to the POTW irom persons outside the ciry 
wno are, by contract or agreeméenc with the city, users of the 


city's POTW. 


\20) POUN Oreacment Plant. nat porsion oF the POTW designed to 
proviae treatment to wastewater. 

(29) Snaia is manatory: Mey is permissive. 

400) Significant andustrial User. Amy cndtsrrial User of cane Cicy's 
wastewater cisposal system wno (i) nas a Gischarge flow ct 25,600 
gallons or more per average worx eee or (ii) son a rtlow creater 
than 5% of the fiow in the City's wastewater treatment sysiten, 
or (i1i:) nas in his wastes toxic Ye! ScABES as a eines pursuant 
co Section 307 of the Act of State Statutes and ruies or jiv) is 
round by the City, Scate Contre, arency or tne U.S. Bavirormen ca 
Protection Agency (EPA) tO Have sicaictoent impact, elther sing. 
OF in combinacion with ochéat concrsicuting imdtistries, on the 
wastewater treatmert System, the cuality of sludge, the svsten's 
eriluent quality, or air emissions cenerated by tne system. 

(Sa) State. State of Missouri. 

(92) Beaniere .mGGscriai Ciassicigacis= (S-C). A GLASSIFigecion suseusz 
to tne Standard Industrial Classiiticacion Manual issuec sv tne 
Bxecutive Orftice of the Presicenc, Iitice oF Management anc Buccet 
1972. 

(33) Storm Water. Any £iow occuring GUD IAG Or FO.LOWinG any corn ox 
Natura. Precipitation and resulting ctnererrom. 

(34) Suspenced Soiids. The total suspencec matter wnat Zloars on che 
Surface or, or is suspended in, water, wastewater or other 
licguias, and which is semovable Sy Lanoraétory fiitering. 

(55) Guperintendent. The person Gesignicec bY tne CLTY tO SUSETVISE Ein 
operation ofr the publicly ownec treacment works and wno is cAcrces 

Silities by this afticie, of ais 


with certain duties and responsid 
Guiy authorized representative. MODINE9763 


(36) Toxic Porsucanc. Any pollutant or combination of pollutants listec 

as toxic in regulations promulgated by the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency uncer the provision of CWA 307({a) 
or other Acts. 


(37) User. Any person wno contributes, causes or permits the contri- 
bution of wastewater into the City's POTW, 


carried industrial or domestic 

buildings, industrial 

her with may be present, whether 
liputed into or permitted t 


(38) Wastewater. The liquid and water- 
wastes from awellings, commercial 
Facilities, and institut =Ons, toge 
treated or untreated, whicn is con 
enter tne POTW. 


i Es 


(35) Waters of the Scate. Aili streans, iakes, ponds, marsnes, watez- 
courses, waterways, wells, springs, reservoirs, aquifers, 
irrigation systems, Grainage systems anc aii other bodies or 
accumulations of water, surface or underground, natural or artiti- 
Gal, public or private, whick are contained within, fiow throusa, 
or border upon the State or any portion thereof. 

(40) Wastewater Contribucicn Permit. As set forth in section 4.2 of 


this orainance. 


sa-° 


BOD - Biochemical Ox:-gen DJemanc. 
P CrR - Code of recderal Recguiacions. 
: COD - Chemical Oxyger Demand. 
‘ EPA ~ Environmental. Protection Agency 
é i - Liter. 
‘ mg - Milligrams. 
. mg/i - Miliierams per Lites. 
» MPOBES = National Policcanc Sischarce Slimination System. 
- POGW - Publicly Ownec Treatment Norkxs. 
: SiC - Standard indussria. C.assilication. 
. SWDA - Solid Waste BSissosal Act, 42, U.S.C. 6961, ec. sec. 
r USC - United Scates Coce. 
3 TSS — Tota: Suspencec Solids. 
SECTION 2 —- REGULATIONS 
Z.i General Discharcee Pronisitions 
SO uUsex Shall contribute or cfuse to De concriouced, airecc.y ox 
indivectiy, any po rsuTanc Oo WShstewetier whiten will imcertese wlus cA 
operation or performance of che POTN. Tnese general prohisitions 25D. 
co ail sucA Users Of the POTN Whether Gr ROt She User is sua lece tc 
National Careagorica. | Pretreatment Scancardcs or aay other Naticna:, 
State, or local Pretreatment Stancarcs or Recuirements. A user Mav 
mot contribute the =oll wing Substances tO any POTW: 
a) Any liquids, solics or gases waicn by reason of 
tneirc natuce OF SUELtity are, OF may be, suzsi- 
client either alone or sy incteraction with other 
substances to cause Tire ox exslosion or be in- 
jJurious in any other way to < is 


ne 2OCW or to the 
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bv’ 
~~ 


fen 


2) 


wee eas UH weiss OWA sax jew 207 Guin, willed ets 
successive readings on én exdiosion hazard 
meter, at tne point of discnarge into the 
system (or at any point in the system) be more 
than five percent (5%) nor any single reading 
over ten percent (10%) of the Lower Explosive 
Limit (LEL) of the meter. Pronibdited materials 
include, but are not limited <o, gasoline, 
kerosene, nmaphtna, penzére, toiruene, xylene, 


ethers, aiconols, ketones, aiaenydes, peroxides, 


chlorates, perchlorates; baromatesy Carbides, 
hy@rides and sulfides and -asy-othér substances 
wnich the City, tne State or =PA has notified 
the User is a4 fire hazarG or a hazard to the 
system. 


Solid or viscous suostances wnich may cause op- 
struction to tne flow in a sewer or other inter- 
ferenced with the operation of the wastewater 
treatment Iacilities sucn as, Dut not limited 


to: Grease, garbage with particles greater than 
one-halt inch (%"} in any dimension, animal guts 
or tissues, paunch manure, bores, hair, hides or 
fliesnings, entrails, wnole s.cod, TFeatners, asnes, 
cinéers, sanc, Spent iime, stone or marble Cust, 
met@i, GiaSS, straw, Shavings, gxass c.ipdings, 
vaGs, SDeNt Grains, svEnct hogs, waste vader, wood, 
plastics, gas, tar, asonalc resicues, residues 
from refining, of Dxocessing o= Tuwel or lubricating 
oil, muG, Or glass Grinding ot polishing wastes. 
Any wastewater having a D= less than 5.0, uniess 
the POTW is.specificaily designed to accommodate 
such wastewater, ox wastewater navine aay other 
corrosive property capable or causing camacge or 
hazaré to structures, ecuipmernt, anc/or person- 


AnVv wastewater concaining toxic pollutants in 
SUPILTCESRS Gudhcitv, dither sinciw o- Sy inter= 
aetLOR WLER Other DOLLUtERES, =O Impure or 
interiere witn any wasteweter iureaumenc process, 
eonscituLe & Aagaré to Rustets sf amima.s, Create 
& toxic elfitect in tne receiving wacers of tne 
POTW, Or vO exceed the Linitasion sez Forth in a 
Carecoricsa. Precteetment Stancard. A toxic 
pollutant Shall incizuge buc noc be 1imiced to 
aMY DOLLUTEARE LfeNELILee Sutsuamc to Section 
307(a) OF tne Act. 

Any noxious or malodorous sés, or solids 


a 
WElCR SLENeE Sine. 
other wastes are s 
nuisance or hazard 
prevent entry i 
repair. 
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such as 
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tanccene 
residues, 
clamation 


S2 the PUTW to be in non-compliance 
witn sludce use or disposal criteria, guidelines or 


ions developed uncer 


Section 405 of 


tne Act; 


any criteria, guidelines, ox regulations affecting 
sludge usé or Gisposai develicoment pursuant to the 
Solie Waste Disposai Act, 
ces Controi 
applicable to the sludge 


nites 
Scan 


Toxic Sub 


used. 


“Ace 


Any suost 


Any wastewater with 
in the treatment pro 
ces and ve 


to, aye was 


cemper ati 
exceeds 400C 
is designed 
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che City for review, and shail be apsroved by the City before 
construction of the facility. All existing Users shail compiete 
sucn a plan by January 1, 1983. No user wno commences contribution 
to the POTW after the effective Gate of this ordinance shali be 
permitted to introduce pollutants into the system until accidentai 
discharge procedures have been approved by the City. Review and 
approvai Of such pians and operating srocedures shaii not relieve 


the industriai user from the responsibility to modify the user's 
facility as necessary to Meet the resuixements of this Ordinance. 
in tne case of an accidental discharge, it is the responsibility 
Of tne user to immediately telephone and notify the POTW of che 


incident. The notification shali include location oz discharge, 


sype of waste, concentration and volume, and corrective actions. 


Weictten Notice Within five (5) days following an accidental discharge; 
tne User shail supmit to tne Cliv Acministrator detailed written 
canort descrizning the cause of the discharge and the measures to be 
taken by the User to prevent similar futuce occurrenances. Such 
notification shall not relieve the user of any expense, loss, damage, 
or other liability which may be incurs as a result of Gamage to the 
POTW, tisa kilis, or any otner damage or property; nor 


* 
, 


Snail such notification reiieve the 
or other liability which tay se 
é2ppiicaolie law. 
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NOcice to Employees: A notice suall se sexmanentiyv posted on tne Use 
Sazietin pdoard or other orominent Sisce advising ensioyees whom <o 

-_ = > at Re _—— = = = ow ames Sm ee ere =—_-_" =- =n aS ou = 
Céai AN TNE EOvVvENnt OF & GaNnGerous alscrEerge. aupeOVerS Snais Lhsure 
that ail employees wno may cause or sultier such &@ aangerous discharge 
tO Cccur a4ré aavisec of thé emergency notiricaétion procedure. 
SECTION 3 = FESS 

H.4 coSDoose 
~c L& CRE PursoSe Of TAis Chegtar SO BrOovite “or t2é Leciwery O= cos=s 
a ° = —* == =< as at eanneae’ = oan OU % mm - 
srom Users of che City's wastewater Cisposaz system for the implemes- 
c@ction of the Drocram estabdbiisheca hAerein. Tne applicable cuarces 

< fees snails de set fortuna the City's Scnecuie or Charges anc Frees. 
aeZ Cnarges ana tees 


Mas, Aes = ai newds Aes Ems Zaae eet at aay Pep aaa. 
wee CAcyY May GaaoDt CHerges Gra TeeS WALCA MEY 2NCwuUce: 


s = = “ oA e+ ee me eee = aes = eae iene “aan 
a} Lees LOY TElLNOUrsEenrenco Co cosets OF SStting up ana 
pegs 5 tegap 8 oe siashegenlveny aa Bharat oe oe 

operating tae City's Precrescment rogram; 


dD) fees for monitoring, inspections ana surveillance 
procedures; 

£} Fees for reviewing accidenial aiscnarge procedures 
and construction; 

a) fees Tor permit apoiications; 

e) fees ror Tiling apveais; 
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Z£LNGS, CaVvai Semasariesiy, 
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2.Z2 .zederal Categorical Precrearmenrc scandards 


Upon the promulgation of the rederai Categorical Pretreatment Standarés 
for a Darticular industrial subcategory, the Federal Standard, if 

move stringent than limitations impose under this Ordinance for sources 
in that subcategory, snail immeciately supersede the limitations 
imposed under this Ordinance Pre Ciasy Administr ator snall notify 

ail affected Users of the applicable reporting requirements under 46 


CFR, Section 403.12. 


2.3 MoGitication of 


wnere the City's wastewater treatmenc system achieves consistent 
removal oe pollutants iimitec py Freceral Pretreatment Standards, the 
City may aDply to the Approval Lethoricty For modiztication of specific 
Limits a the Federai Pretreatment Standards. "Consistent Removal" 

shall mean reduction in the amounc of = sollutant or alteration of 
tne nature of the pollutant by che wascewater treatment system to @ 
less toxic or narmless state in the effluent which is achieved by the 
Svszem 95 percent of the samples taker wnen neasured according co tne 
procedures set forth in Section 403.7(c) (2) of (Title 40 of the Ccoce 
of Federal Regulations, Part 403) - "General Pretreatment Regulations 
zor Existing and New Sources c= FPoiiucion" sromulgated pursuant to 
one ACG. fne City May chen mecliy soilucems aiscnarge Limits on “ene 
Feceral Pretreatment Stancards if ths recuirements containec in 40 CPR, 
Parc 463, Section 433.7, are TUiriiee ana SYilor approvals rrom tne 
Aoproved Authority is optained. 
Zez Svate Requires iencs 
State requirements and limications on ciscnarges snaaii appiy in ans 

n Fecerai requirements anc 


case where they are more stringenc tee 
aimitations or those in this ordinance. 


[ne City reserves the right to estas_isn by ordinance more stringent 

nimitations or requirements on <ischnarces zo the wascewater cissosa. 

Svscem if deemed necessary to compiy with the obtectives presentecé in 

Section 1.1 of this Ordinance. 

2.6 Excessive Discnarce 

NO Usex shall ever incréase the use oF wrocess water or, in any way, 

actesSt tO Giiwea &@ Glsthetse as a Datla. SF oomp.ete substicacte 

For .decuate treatment to achieve comsiiance with the limitations 

contained in the Fecerai Catecsorical Prectreaumerct Stancéards, or in 

any otner polliutant-specictic limitation ceveioped py the Cicy or Scate. 

2.7 Accicental Discharces 

Seca User shall provide proteccion fron acéidental discharge of s<otlisit. 

sacerials or other sudscances reculated by this OrGinancs. Factiicies 

ts prevent accidental discharge of pronibicec maceriais snaii pe provicea. 

222 maintained at the owner or user's own cost and expense. vectai.ec 

Qians snowing facilities anc operating procedures to provice tis 
protection shail be submitced to 


fees for consistent remova> 


otherwise subject to rederval Pretreatment Standards; 


otner 
the requirements contained herein. 


fees as tne City may deem necessary to carry out 


yoy the City) of poliutants 


These fees relate soieiv to tne mMatiers covered by this Ordinance anc 
areé separate from all other fees charseabie py the City. 

SECTION 4 -— ADMINISTRATION 

4.1 Wastewater Discnargers 

Ice snall be unlawful to Gischarge without a city permit to any natural 
outlet wichin the City of Camdencton, or in any area under the juris- 
Giction or said city, and/or to the POTW any wastewater excest as 
authorized py the City Administrator in accordance with tne provisions 
of this Ordinance. 

4.2 Wastewater Contrisutcion Permits 


4.2.2 Gaenerai Permits 


to connect to or 
er Discharge Pex 


ALi Significlant users sroposing 
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e) 


f) 


te 
~~ 


il. 
ue 


Average Gaiiy and 3 minute DSeak wastewater flow rates, 
inciuding daisy, Monthly ana seasonal variations if any; 


Site plans, floor plans, mecnanical and piumbing plans 
and details to show ali sewers, sewer connections, ane 


appurtenances py tne size, Location and elevation; 


Description of activities, tacilities and plant processes 


on the premises including a 
be discharged; 


iL 
materials which are or couié 


Wnere known, the nature anc concentration of any pollutants 
in the: discharge which are iimited by any City, State, or 
Pecerai Pretreatmenc Stancaveés, ana a statement recaraing 
whether or not the sretreatmenc standards are oeing mer 
orn a consistent basis anc :2 not, whnetner adGitionel 
Operation and Mainterance {CaM) and/or additionai pre- 
treatment is recuirec for the User to meet applicable 
Pretreatment Standards; 
Zz aGditionai pretreatment anc/or O«M will be rvecuirec <o 
meet the Pretreatment Stancareés; tae shortest schecuie bv 
wnich the User wili provide such additional oretreacmenc. 
The completion date in this schecuie shail not se larer 
caan the compiiance date estadbiisned for thé appiicasie 
Pretreatment Sctancarc: 
The foisowing concicvions snail. endly to this scnecule: 
(L) The scheduie shail concain increments of vrocress in 
tne form oz dates for the commencemenc ana completion of 
major events leading =o the construction anc operation 
or ad@itional pretreatment recuirecé for the User to meet 
tne applicable Pretreatmenc Stanéerds (@.¢., Riring an 
engineer, comdieting Dre.ininary 3.a4ns, competing Fines 
plans, executing contract for major components, commencing 
CONStCLUCIION, CONpLeting comstcruccicn, Stc.). 
(2) No increment relerrec to in varagrasn (1) snéll excees 


9 months. 


(3) Not later than 14 cavs Iollowing eacn Gate 
schedule and the final cate For compiiance, the 
Saekl1 submit a process resorts =o che Cicy Achin 

LEG LOGINS, S5 & MAREMGM, WOESRES GS Hoo 2a Some. 

the increment or Drosress «tS De Met Of SuCn Gate 
NOE, ome Ca&SCe ON Walsh 2s SHwSCIS TCO COMELY WER = 
increment of orogress, che season for celayv, ana ct 
Delng taken by thé User to seeurn the conseruction = 
scnedule establisnecd. In no event snail more cnan §$ 
elapse petween such srogress seporzs to the City Aan 


ryt. 2 Fe eee 


Bach proauct produces by ctype, anount, process OF processes 


and rave of Dvroduction; 


Type and amount of raw materials orocessed (average 
maximum per day); 


Number and type of exmbiovees, anc hours of overacion 
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and proposed or actuai hours of operation of pretreatment 


system; 


m) Any other information as may be deemed by the City to be 


necessary to evaluate the permit application. 


Tne City will evaluate the data fFurnisned by the user and may 
reguire additional information. Alter evaluation and accesvtance 
the Gata furnished, the City may issue a Wastewater Contribution 
Permit subject to terms anc conciztions provided herein. 


4.2.3 Permit Modifications 


Within 5 months or the promuigacion of a National Categorical 
Preétreacment Stancar da, cne Wascewscer Contribution Permit of 
Users sudject to such scancarads sali be revised to requir 
compliance with such standard within tne time frame prescribed 
by such standard. Where a&@ User, subject to a National Catecor- 
lcai Pretreatment Standard, ae mov previously submitted an 
a@ppilication for a Wastewater Concribution Permit as required by 
4.2.2, tne User snaii ae for a Wastewater Contribution Permic 
Within 180 days after the promulcation of the Applicable Nacional 
Categorical Pretreacmenc Stanéarad. In aGGicion, the user with 
an existing Wastewater Contribution Permit shail submit to the 
City Acmanistrator within i866 cays atter tne soromuication of an 
apdiicasle Federal Categorical Pretreatment Stanéard the 
LicOLMation Yeguired Sy paragrass (ny; ana (i) of Section 4.2.2. 
weds RPEYMic Corditions 

Wascewater Discharge Permits shél. be expressly subject to all 

provisions or this Ordinance ane all other applicable regulations, 

“Ser charges and fees estabiisnec by the City. Permits may 

contain tae following: 

a) Tne UNS Charge or schecdtule a> usex Charges ana feas Fox 
the wastewater to be Gischarcec to a community Sewer; 

Dd) Liniscs on the average ané Taximun wastewater constituents 
ancé characteristics; 

Cc) bamits on average and maximum rate and time of Gischerce 
or requirements [for flow regulations and equaiization. 

G) Recuirements for instalilacico. anc maintenance of inspeccion 
anc Sampaing caclilicies; 

Sj Specriications for monitoring srograms which may inciuce 
Saup.ing locations, crequenc: of sampling, number, types, 
anc standareés [for tests anc reporting schedule; 

=) Compliance schedules; 

GS) Recuirements For submission of technical reports or ciscnarce 
reports (see 4.3); 


Us 


h) Requirements for maintaining and retaining plant records 
relating to wastewater discharge as specified by the City, 
ana affording City access thereto; 


i) Requirements for notification or the City of any new 
introduction o= wastewater constitutents or any substantial 
change in the volume or character of the wastewater 
constitutents being introduced into the wastewater treatment 


systen. 
3) Requirements for notification of slug Gischarges as per 5.2; 
x) Other conditions as deemed aspropriate by the City to ensure 
compliance with this Ordinance. 


4.2.5 Permits Duration 


+ 


Permits shall be issued for a specified time period, not to exceed 
five (5) years. A permit may be issued for a period iess than a 
year or may be stated to expire On a Specific Gate. Tne user 
shail appiy Zor permit reissuance a minimum of i3d0 Cays Drior 

to the expiration of the user's existing vermit. The ~terms ana 
conditions of the permit may be susiecc to modificacion sy che 
City Guring the term of the sermit 45 Linitations or recuiremencs 
as iderncizied in Seccion 2 are uoditied or other just cause exists. 
Tne User shall se informed oF anv srososec changes in 428 sexrmic 
act least 30 Gays prior to the eltective cate of change. Any 
changes or new conditions in the permit shail include a reasonasle 
time scnedule for compiiance. 

4.2.6 Permit Transfer 

Wastewater Disncarge Permits are issued to a specific User for a 
speciftic operacion. A wastewater cischarce permit shal. not se 
teassigned or transfterrecé or solic co a new owner, new User, 
Giiferent premises, or @ new or chancec operation withour che 
ADprovai of the City. Any succeécing Owner Or User snali aiso 
comply with the terms and concGitons of tne existing permit. 
Resorting Requirements for Permittee 

4.3.i Compiiance Date Resort 

Within 90 days following the Gace for final compliaace 

adpli¢anlie Pretraatment Stangarcés oc, in che Sas¢ oF & 3 

Source, Following conmencemenxc of che Sncroducsicon Ger we 

Lae the 2O0fW, ny User sunject to Precreatmens Steadare 
Requirements shall submit to the Cicy Administrator a re 
indicating the nature and concentration of ail sollutanc 

tne discharge from the reguiatec orocess which are limicec 

by Pretreatment Standards and Reg roirements ana the averese 

anc maximum daily flow for these srocess units in the tser 
zacility which are limitec by such Pretreatment Stuadarcs ox 
Requirements, The report shali state whether che applicasie 
Pretreatment Standards are being mec on a consistenc basis anc, 

Le At, ge Senger O&M and/or pretreatment is necessary to sring 
tne User into compliance with the asoplicable Pratreatmest Standards 
ra paged stescarce, THis STACeMENS Shoal Se Signec by an atthorizved 
represen tative of Sha inmaiustria: veer, anc aertizied so oy < 
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Any Usex subject to 
compliance date of 
the case of a New S 
discharge into the 
Acministrator duri 
unless required mor 
Standard or by the 
incicating the natu 
in the effluent whi 
Standards. In addi 
record of ail Gail 


an 
wed 


Peraoa.c Compiliance 


@ Pretreatment Standard, after the 
such Pretreatment Standard, or, in 
ource, aizer commencement of the 
POTW, shall submit to the City 
G tne Months of June and Decemperx, 
e frecuentiy in the Pretreatment 
City Administrator, a report 


re and concentration, of pollutants 

en aze limited by such Pretreatment 

ction, this report shall include a 
Ziows which during the reporting 


period exceeded the average Gaiiy fiow reported in 

saragraph 4.2.4 of <his section. At the discretion ci the 
ity Administrator ana in consideration of such factors 

@€S local high or iow flow rates, holidays, budget cycies, 

etc., the City Administrator may agree to alter the 

months during whicn the above reports are to be submitted. 


(2) The ty Administra 
ee which are uSi 
Stancardas or Recuir 
imposition of mass 
che report required 
snaii indicate cne 
Standards in che ef 
concwain the resuits 
including tne flow 
procuction anc mass 
Oz pollutants concza 
aDplicable Pretreat 
snhali pe prescrivned 
Ail analysis snaii 
establisneaG Dy the 
GE che AGE ena coms 
cnereto or with any 
REMLRLSTLSior . an 
with the technicues 
%.% MOR2ecGSing Paciiseses 
Gne City shail recuire to de 
€xovense, Monicoring rfaciiicie 
méasuremanc of che duilcing s 
CAE MONLCOrLaG Tacilicy sion, 
wrenises, Dur tne City may, w 
or cause undue narasnip on on 
COnSscructaec an the puslic siz 
32 Wisc AGE Be ObStructed by 
There snail be ample room in 
=o a@ilow accurate sampling an 
Tne tacliity, sampling, and m= 
a> @ll times in &@ saze and pr 
O= whe user. 


tor may impose mass limitations on 

ng Gilution to meet applicable Pretreatment 

ements, Or in otner cases wnere the 
iimitations are appropriate. im Such cases 
DY Sibparagraph (1) of tais peragrass 

MASS Of DOLilutants regulatec oy Precreacne: 
Ziment Of £he User. These LeDOrts SE a 
OS SENPolnG Gc ehacysis Ga Ene Glisachasge, 
ana the nacure and concentration, ox 

waere recuestec by the City Acmriniscrator 
smed therein waich are limited Sy tne 

menk Scancerds. The frequency o= momiotorimk 
im the a2svlicebie Pretreatmens Steadcexc. 
be peritormed in accoréance with srocedures 

ASMLALSCYSCOE Birsuant oO section ss (gy 
eited 24 <) CPR, Part 1356 end emetarercs 
owner west orocedures approvecé sy tne 

wling sneil be SeYrformad in accostcance 
approvecé by the Administrator. 

Drovicea anc operated at tne User's owe. 

S$ 2O SL.tGW insvection, Sampling, ana I.ow 
ewer anc/or internai crainage svscens. 

& mormaiiv se situated on tne cser’s 

MO SCS & -aGCE SLO WOULG DE An Steret os. 

@ UBeD, E_iow che Eaciiiscy to be 

eet or sicewaix area and Located 50 that 
Banascaping or parked venicies. 

ox Near Such sampling manmnole or facility 

& sl@paracion ot samplas for anaivsc:. 
2asuring ecuipment shali be maintaines 

Ober operating condition at the expense 
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Whecaer conseructea o. yuolic or private yvrurvercy, the sampling and 
monitoring facilities shall be providecé in accordance with the City's 
requirements and all applicable local construction standards and 
specifications. Construction shall se completed within 90 days 
following written notification by the City. 


4.5 Inspection and Sampling 


The City shall inspect the facilities of any User to ascertain whether 
tne purpose oz this Ordinance is being met and.alil requirements are 
being complied with. Persons or occupants of premises where wastewater 
is created or discharged shali ailow <cne ty or their represencative 
reacy access at all reasonapie times to a2 Darts or the premises for 
tne purposes or inspection, sampling, cords examination or in the 
performance of any or their duties. ty, Approval Authority ane 
({wnere the NPDES State is the Approval LE si EPA shall nave tae 
rignt to set up on the User's property Ss 
to conduct sampiing inspection, comp.iance MONnL jecpetee anG/or mét 
operatons. Where a User has security measures in force which wo 
= 
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reguire proper identifications and clearance Selore entry into 
premises, the User shaii make necessary arrangements with th 
security guaras SO chat upon presentation of suicadle identi 
personnei from the City, Approval Aucnor n tod | 
cO enter, witnout delay, = e 
responsibilities. 
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4.6 Pretreatment 

li provice necessary wa r treatment as requir ea <O 
ta chis Ordinance an& sn i , 
Categorical Pretreatment Standards wi 
svecitiec Sy the Federal Pretreatment 
reguired to pretreat wastewater to a i 
De proviced, operated, and malanas nes 
pians showing the pretreatment 
Sali be submitted to the City for 
co the City before constxuction of 
plans and operating procedures will 
che responsibiiity of modifying the 
an eliluent acceprabie co the City xu 
Orciance. Any subsecuent cnanges in 
method or operation snail be reporcec é 
City priox cto the User's initiacion of the changes. 
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sliuaa. OE AVAiladLe tO TIE SUdDLAC OF OCHEY YOVEeLuwewcaa agency without 
cestriction unless tne User specificaily requests and is able to 
Gemonstrate to the satisfaction of the City that the release of such 
information would divulge information, processes or methods of 
production entitied to protection as trade secrets of the User. 


Waen requested by tne person furnishing a report, the portions oz a 
report which might disclose trade secrets or secret processes shali 
mot be madé availiable for inspection by che public but snali be maée 
available upon written request to governmental agencies for uses reiated 
to this Ordinance, the National POLAR its Draperies Elimination oc-bebepen 
{(N2DES) Permit, State Di 
Programs; provided, however, chaz such 30 rtdons of a report shall he 
availapie for use by the State or ar. ce agency in judicial review 
x enforcement proceedings invoivin €xson furnishing ine Lesorc. 
Wastewater constituents anc characteristics will not be recognized as 


a ee 
COnrtiGentiai INHlTOcMacion. 


snrormation accepted by the City as eget teentd el shail not be txrans- 
mitted co any governmental agency or <o the general pubiic by the City 
until and unless a ten-Gay notification is given to the User. 
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Waoenever the City finds 
Orcinance, 
limitation of 
such person a wr 


Ge been Ss Wa 


or wastewater const 


eae Loc. ey CeyOLt way lessen Cuunyer 


cuencts ana characteristics; 


1 


Refusal of reasonabie access to tne User's 


oz inspection or monitoring; or, 


premises for 


ae 


Violation of conéicions the sernit. 


Notification of Violation 

that any User 
wastewater contrisution permit, or any 
requirements contained herein, 
m notice stating 


prohibition 


da tn 


tebe 


a oe 
ae e 


é 


the City may serve 
e nature of the violation. 


has violated or is violati 


~N Operalivus, 


in 30 days of the date of the notice, a plan for the satisfactory 
correction thereof snail be submittec to the City by the User. 
5.4 Show Cause Hearing 
5.4.k Notizication 
The City may order any Usex wno causes or aliows an unauthorized 
GQischnarge to enter tne FOTW to Show cause DETore the City Council 
why the proposed enforcement action snould not be taxen. 2 nocice 
snaii se served on tue User speciltying the cine ana puace of = 
hearing to be heid sy the City Councii regatding the vidsecion, 
che reasons why tas accion is to be taken, the stoposec eniomcanen: 
action, ana Girecting the User co show cause dberfore the City Counce 
why tne pxoposed enforcement action snoule not be taxen. Tre 
motice of the hearing shall sé servead personally ox by regis tered 
or certiried mail (recurn receipt requestec) at least cen cays 
before tne hearing. Service may be mace on any agent or officer 
of a corporation. 
5.4.2 Hearing 
hae Cocy Coanei.. Bay Ske. f Gamives the Heating ane aas8 7 
evicence, or may Gesignate anv of its members or any ofrficer or 
expioyee of the (assigned ceosarcument) to: 
a) ZSSu6 ER Tee HaRE OF che City Counmesi notices Sf ASaelLacgs 
recuesting tne attendance anc sestimony of witnesses ér2¢ 
whe production of évicence reievant to any matter invo vec 
LR. SUCH KBarings; 
dD) Taxe the evidence; 
c) PEEMSmLe 2 FESOFS OF TLE SVIESAGS ENE BSATUNG, sheaves 
transcripts ana ocher evicernce, together with recomendations 
6 <me City Councii f6f action taereon. 
Se4e25 HeGting Trensoris= 
At anv hearing HeaG ovrsviene to thus Orginaénee, ceastinony canss 
muSt be uncer oath anc recorceca stenograDnicaliiy. Tne ceranscrisi, 
So Yesorced, wiil be mace avaliasie to any ames OF t58 349..6 6S 
any party to the hearing upon payment of the usual charges crcreo-. 
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After the City Council has reviewed the evidence, it may 
issue an order to the User ressonsible for the discharge 


directing that, foliowing a specified time period, the 
sewer service de Giscontinued uniess adequate treatment 
raciiities, Gevices or other related appurtenances shall 
have been installed on existing treatment facilities, 
Gevices or other related appurcenances are properly oper- 
acec. rurther orders anc cirectives a3 are necessary 

and aporopriate may be issued. 
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is any person Gischarges sewage, induscrial wastes or other wastes into 
the city's wastewater Cisposai system contrary to the provisions of tis 
Orcinance, Federal or State Pretreatwent Requirements, or any orcer of 
tae City, the City Attorney may commence an action for appropriate liege. 
and/or equitasie relief in the Circuit Court of this county. 

SECTION 6 —- PENNALTY:  COS®S 


Any User who iS Tounc to have violetes ¥ ©5 GAGE CLey Coahois ge 
Wo Wiese Of negGlieentiy Fai leé ce WitA GAY SFOvVESIOCN Of <ALL 
Oreinancé, ana the orders, fuses, Leguz ana permits issuec nere- 
wncer, Ssnall be fined not less chan One ea DOliars ($100.50) nor 
MOLES Tuan Fave Hundred Dollars ($500.00) Zor each offense. Each cay 

on which & violation snail occur or concinue snail be deemed 4 separacre 
ana Giscinct offense. in addition to cne peneities proviced herein, che 
City may recover reasonable actornev fees, court costs, court +revdorrers' 
tees and other expenses of litigation sv appropriate suit at law agains 
the Dderson founc to nave violatec this Orcinance or the orders, rules, 
regusations, and permits issuec nereuncer. 

6.2 FALSLEVLAG Derornaue os 

Any serson who xnowingiy maxes anv Falsi statements, reoresenctation or 
SSSclciration 2A any appitcarcton, pecarcd, report, pias or other coticerns 
Diet OF FPSEtcired O 26 ABSGhaL nes pUErscens tO thie Ordiscance, or 
Wastewater Contrindicion Permit, Gf who Se.8itles mpers wid: 

ABGWLaGLV Fencers inacetrate any mMolsécing cavice e @ 

uaiher this Ordinance, shali, =seon somaviccion, be 

mOt mMOre than $500.06 or by ingrisonme.t ror mot more than Ninecy ($0; 
Gays, or oy pota. 

Souceun f+ SaVersaa oeey 

== any provision, paragrapn, word, section ot arcicie of this Gretsazace 
is Lavaécicatec by ahy courc oF combetanc jusisdiccion, whe tenalian¢g oe 
provisions, paragraphs, worcs, sections, anc chapters shail not 5e S 
Boeecved ang shali continue 22 641i Sores anc efiect. Z, 
SocllON € = CONS LIC? g 
Rik Gkher Oralmehees and Sasis oF Stacy Grdinanéos imcohsastens oF 

SOAS L2CLing wlth any pars of tis OFuinance are heyehby Tepe@alac co the 
GeLenS Gl such anconsiscency OF conculct. 
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To notify tne City of any new wastewater constitutents or 
any substantial change in the volume or character of tne 
wastewater constitutencs being introduced into the waste- 
water treatment systen. 


To notify the City immediateiy of any slug dischaxce. 
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Table 1 


221 Sunset Drive Manufacturing Facility 
Pretreatment Effluent TCE Levels* 


Date Result, pg/I (ppb) Notes 
April 24, 1986 <10 Monitoring 
May 2, 1986 14 Monitoring 
May 7, 1986 <10 Pre-connection 
May 15, 1986 40 Pre-connection 
May 15, 1986 150 Pre-connection 
May 20, 1986 1580 Pre-connection 
May 20, 1986 2,230 Pre-connection 
May 21, 1986 380 Pre-connection 
June 3, 1986 1,100 Pre-connection 
June 11, 1986 230 Pre-connection 
June 18, 1986 290 Pre-connection 
June 25, 1986 240 Pre-connection 


* reference (Mans, 1986) 


Table 2 


Estimate of Total TCE Mass Discharged to the CTPL from 221 Sunset Drive 
Manufacturing Facility between December 1987 and June 1989 


1_ | Gallons per day discharged from pre-treatment plant (average)* 3,788 

2 | Discharge period, days (18 months x 30 days per month) 540 

3 | Volume discharged, gallons (line 1 x line 2) 2,045,520 

4 | Volume discharged, liters (line 3 x 3.8 liters per gallon) 7,772,976 

5 | Maximum TCE concentration measured in effluent, jig/l ** 2,230 

6 | Mass of TCE discharged to CTPL, jig (line 4 x line 5) 17,333,736,480 
8 | Mass of TCE discharged to CTPL, lbs (line 6 / 4.536E8 j1g/Ib) 38 

9 | Pounds of TCE per gallon of TCE 12 

10 | Volume of TCE discharged to CTPL, gallons (line 8 / line 9) 3 


* reference (Olson, 1989) 


** reference (Mans, 1986) 


